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By Mr. GROSS: 

H. Res. 575. Resolution for the improve
ment of rural delivery service; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: 
H. Res. 576. Resolution requesting the Sec:

retary of State to investigate the §eizure of 
five fishing vessels of the United States by 
the Republic of Mexico; to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H. Res. 577. Resolution for consideration 

of H. R. 7764, a bill to authorize the con
struction of modern naval vessels, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Washington: 
H. Res. 578. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relating to American policy in Ger
many; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. Res. 579. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relating to American policy in Germany; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLATNIK: 
H. Res. 580. Resolution ' requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relating to American policy in Ger
many; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EBERHARTER: 
H. Re.s. 581. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion to study and report on American pol
icy in Germany; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. JAVITS: 
H. Res. (i82. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion on American policy in Germany; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
·H. Res. 583. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relating to American policy in Ger
many; to the .Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'HARA of Illinois: 
H. Res. 584. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relatil!g to American policy in Ger
many; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 
H. Res. 585. Resolution requesting the 

Presid·ent to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relaiing to American policy in Ger
many; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. WOODHOUSE: 
H. Res. 586. Resolution requesting the 

President to appoint a bipartisan commis
sion relating to American policy in Ger
many; to .the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented and referred as fol
lows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of California, requesting 
the enactment of legislation for a national 
and comprehensive pension program; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

. PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By_ Mr. ALLEN of California: 
H. R. 8328. A bill for the relief of John 

Clarke; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FERN6S-ISERN: · 

H . R. 8329. A bill for the relief of Sor Ma
tilde Sotelo Fernandez, Sor Virtudes Garcia 
Garcia, Sor Elisa Perez Tejeiro, and Sor Ama
lia Gonzalez Gonzalez; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. · 

H. R. 83'30. A bill for the relief of Jose M. 
Thomasa-Sanchez, his wife Adela Duran Cue-

vas de Thomasa, and his child Jose Maria. . 
'J;'homasa Duran; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JUDD.: 
~. R. 8331. A bill for tile relief of Ralph 

Ambrose Thrall; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, · 

. By Mr. McCARTHY: 
H. R. 8332. A bill for the relief of Elena 

Bohdanecka; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: 
H. R. 8333. A bill for the relief of S. Fran

cis Liu and Victor Liu; to the Committee on 
the judiciary. 

By Mr. MORTON: 
H. R. 8334. A bill for the relief of Shizu Te

rauchi Parks; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. PETERSON: 
H. R. 8335. A bill for the relief of Dr. L. W. 

Martin; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SABATH: . 

H. R. 8336. A bill for the relief of Eugenia 
Marchetti Belluomini, Mirena Belluomini, 
and Salvatore Belluomini; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SASSCER: 
H. R. 8337. A bill for the relief of William A. 

Hogan; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
2100. Mr. FORAND presented a resolution 

of the City Council of Providence, R. I., peti
tioning the Congress and the President of the 
·United States to enact without delay such 
legislation as may be needed to continue Fed
eral control of rents until such time as the 
current housing shortage may be eased, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. · 

SENATE 
'WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1950 

<Legislative day of Wednesday, March 
29, 1950) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.; on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal Spirit, high over all, blessed 
forever, whose dwelling is the light of 
setting suns, the round ocean, the living 
air, the blue sky, and in the mind of man, 
we lift our hearts to · Thee. Thou 
makest Thyself known in the stillness. 
May we become aware of Thy healing 
presence in this hallowed moment. 
Grant us to rise on stepping . stones of 
our dead selves to finer. and better things. · 
Nourish within us a divine discontent, 
that we may be restless among the things 
that spoil the music of our common hu
manity. Plant a cross in our hearts and 
let it burn out all vanity. and pride. Set 
us apart to be builders of a better world, 
architects · of nobler international rela
tionships. 

· Thou hast shown us, O Lord, what ts 
good. Enable us to perform what Thou 
dost require, to do justly, to love mercy, 
and to walk humbly with Thee, our God. 
Amen. · 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. LUCAS, and by unan
imous consent, the reading of the Jour-

nal of the proceedings ·of ·Tuesday, May 
2, 1950, was dispensed with. 
NOTICE OF VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER OF 

. PAKISTAN 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, tomorrow 
the Prime Minister of Pakistan and a 
party of 10 will arrive at the Capitol 
around noon. They will be escorted to 
the Vice President's office, and later the 
Prime Minister will appear before the 
Senate to address the Members thereof. 
I make the announcement now in the 
hope that all Senators will be present at 
tqe time the . Prime Minister appears, 
which, I repeat, will be 12 o'clock. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

On request of Mr. SALTONSTALL, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. CAPEHART was 
excused from attendance on the sessions 
of the Senate beginning today and con
tinuing for 1 week. · 

On his own request, and by unanimous 
consent, Mr. -H1CKENLOOPER was excused 
fr.om attendance on the session of the 
Senate tomorrow. 

On his own request, and by unanimous 
consent, Mr. McCLELLAN was excused 
from attendance on the session of the 
Senate tomorrow. · 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE 

SESSION 

On request of Mr. LucAs, and by unan
imous consent, the Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs and the Com
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare 
were authorized to meet this afternoon 
during the session of the Senate. 

·on · request of Mr. NEELY, and by 
unanimous consent, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia was authorized 
to conduct a hearing this afternoon 
during the session of the Senate. 
MEETINGS OF C0Ml\4ITTEE INVESTIGAT-

ING DISLOYALTY CHARGES 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the 
subcommittee investigating disloyalty 
charges in the State Department is now 
accumulating quite a number of wit
nesses. I have been tied up in the morn
ings, the afternoons, and some evenings 
in the hearings. The witnesses are be
coming restive because we cannot place 
them on the stand promptly, and in 
many cases they have to be here a week 
at a time before we can call them. 

Furthermore, in view of the fact that 
we are going into some phases of the 
matter which have not been currently 
heard by the committee, I shall have to 
ask unanimous· consent that the sub
committee be allowed to sit at such times 
as necessary during the sessions of the 
Senate in order to dispose of these wit
nesses. We have accumulated ·such a 
backlog of work that unless we are 
given this right, we could not possibly 
hear and determine the issues which 
are involved. 

· The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

_Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will call the roll. 
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The roll was called, and the follow

ing Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken Hoey 
Anderson Holland 
Benton Humphrey 
Brewster Hunt 
Bricker Ives 
Butler Jenner 
Byrd Johnson, Colo. 
Connally Johnston, S. C. 
Cordon Kefauver 
Darby Kem 
Donnell Kerr 
Douglas Kilgore 
Eastland Knowland 
Ecton Leahy 
Ellender Lehman 
Ferguson Lodge 
Flanders Lucas 
Frear McCarthy 
Fulbright McClellan 
George McFarland 
Green McKellar 
Gurney McMahon 
Hayden Magnuson 
Hendrickson Malone 
Hickenlooper Martin 

Maybank 
Millikin . 
Mundt 
Myers · 
Neely 
O'Conor 
O'Mahoney 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith, Maine 
Stennis 
Taft 
Taylor 
Thomas, Utah 
Th ye 
Tobey 
Tydings 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Young 

Mr. MYERS. · I announce that the 
Senators from Kentucky [Mr. CHAPMAN 
and Mr. WITHERS], the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN] are absent 
by leave of the Senate on officia.I business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GILLETTE] are absent because of 
illness. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HILL], thl3 Senator from Texas [Mr. 
JoHNsoNl, and the Sen~tor from Florida 

· [Mr. PEPPERl are absent . on . public 
business. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
LoNG], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN], and the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. THOMAS] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY] is absent because of illness in 
his family. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART], the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. LANGER], the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Mo.RSE], and the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

The Senator from Washi:t;lgton [Mf. 
CAIN], and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DwoRsHAK] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
is absent by leave of the Senate on official 
business. · · 

The Senator from New Hampshlre 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is detained on official 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one. of his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one · of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 794) for 
the relief of certain contractors employed 

XCVI--392 

In connection with the construction of 
the United States Appraisers Building, 
San Francisco, Calif., witJ;l amendments, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 702. An act for the relief of Mrs. Ethel 
N. Plunkett; 
· H. R. 1814. An act for the relief of Caroline 
M. Newmark and Melville Moritz; 

H. R. 2464. An act for the relief of Charlie 
Sylvester Correll; 

H. R. 3169. An act granting permanent 
residence to certain Spanish physicians re
siding in Puerto Rico; 

H. R. 3305. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Jose Salgado Santos; 

H. R. 3675. An act for the relief of E'rik H. 
Lindman; 

H. R. 3994. An act for the relief of John D. 
Lange; 

H. R. 4011. An act for the relief of Stavros 
Matheos (also known as Steve Matheos or 
Matheou); 

H. R. 4163. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. C. S. Walker; 

H. R. 4188. An act for the relief of Dr. 
Ferdinando Schiappa; 

H. R. 4371. An act for the relief of Shiro 
. Takemura; 

H. R. 4628. An act for the relief of John G. 
Essen berg; 

H. R. 4806. An act for the relief of Dr. 
Francesco Drago; 

H. R. 5051. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Juan Antonio Rivera, Mrs. Raul Valle Antelo, 
Mrs. Jorge Diaz Romero, Mrs. Otto Resse, and 

·Mrs. Hugo Soria; 
H. R. 5150. An act for the relief of Ira D. 

Doyal and Clyde Doyal; 
H. R. 5151. An act for the relief of the es

. tate of Lourdine Livermore and the estate 
or Dorothy E. Douglas; 

H. R. 5250. An act for the relief of J. L. 
Smelcer; 

H. R. 5639. An act for the relief of Ivan E. 
Townsend; 

H. R. 5972. An act for the relief of Ivar G. 
Johnson; 

H. R. 6053. An act for the relief of Conti
nental Insurance Co., Federal Insurance Co., 
and National Fire Insurance Co., of Hart
ford, Conn.; 

H. R. 6169. An act for the relief of Mary 
Mitsuye Nishihama Yabe; · 

H. R. 6198. An act for the relief of the First 
National Bank in Richmond, Calif.; 

H. R. 6449. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
· L. M. Cox and Mrs. M. R. Nickle; 

H. R. 6489. An act for the relief of United 
· Transformer Co. (formerly United Trans
former Corp.); 

H. R. 6505. An act to legalize the entry of 
Mrs. David Munson Osborne (nee Janet 
Mary Tole), a native of New Zealand; 

H. R. 6652. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Fujiko Chichie Imbert, wife, and Rob°ert Im
bert, Jr., son of an American soldier; 

H. R. 6969. An act for the relief of Ralph 
E. Brown; 

H. R. 7050. An act for the relief of Louie 
Garn Yean; 

H. R. 7065. An act for the relief of Kazuko 
Miyama Akana and Chang King Akana; 

H. R. 7066. An act for the relief of Set
suko Amano; 

H. R. 7073. An act for the relief of Kato 
Kogami Kitsu and Jeannette Ak.emi Kitsu; 

H. R. 7199. An act for tlie relief of Nobuko 
Maeda; 

H. R. 7254. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Bernard f .nith; 

H. R. 7278. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
· Clara M. Fortner; 

H. R. 7283. An act for the relief of M~s. 
Jack B. Meyer; 

H. R. 7292. An act for the relief of Erio 
Louis Tomita and Fumiko Tomita; 

H. R. 7362. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Willard Thulin (formerly Jutta Kono); 

H. R. 7363. An act for the relief of Suzuko 
Yagi and Anne Yagi; 

H. R. 7416. An act for the relief of Suzuko 
Takanashi; 

H. R. 7485. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria Margarite Noe; 

H. R. 7614. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen Knauff; 

H. R. 7656. An act for the relief of David 
George Callaway; 

H. R. 7658. An act for the relief of Mitsuko 
Ito; 

H. R. 7682. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Akiko Osada Gustafson; and 

H. R. 7708. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Navy to grant to the Monmouth 
Consolidated Water Co. certain easements 
and rights-of-way within the United States 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, N. J. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
will take the liberty of suggesting that 

·without objection and without speeche~ 
or debate, he will recognize Senators who 
wish to present routine matters for the 
RECORD or introduce bills or submit reso
lutions. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered . 
COVERING INTO TREASURY OF MONEYS 

ARISING FROM CHARGES AND DEDUC
TIONS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 

. Representatives to the bill <S. 1069) to 
amend section 3552 of the Revised Stat
utes relating to the covering into the 
Treasury of all moneys arising from 
charges and deductions, which was, on 
page 2, line 2, to strike out "and". and 
insert "or." 

Mr. MAYBANK. I move that the 
·Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
. Senate the following communication and 
letter, which were referred as indicated: 

PROPOSED PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE fS. Doc. No. 167) 

A communication from the President of 
· the United States, transmitting proposed 
provisions for the fiscal year 1951, Depart-

. ment of Defense, in the form of amendments 
to the budget for said fiscal year (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the ArC'hivist of the United 
States, transmitting, pui'suant to law, a list 
of papers and documents on the files of sev
eral departments and agencies of the Gov
ernment which are not needed in the con
duct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking to their disposition (with ac
companying papers); to a Joint Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 

PETITION 

Mr. GREEN presented a re·solution of 
the legislature of the State of Rhode 
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Island, which was ref erred to the Com
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare, as 
follows: 
Resolution memorializing Congress in the 

plea to revive the Civilian Conservation 
Corps for unemployed youths between the 
ages of 1 7 and 23 
Whereas United States Senator JAMES 

MURRAY, of Montana, has introduced into 
Congress a bill to revive the Civilian Con
servation Corps which functioned during the 
1930's; and 

Whereas the Senator says "this is to be 
regarded as an investment in human and 
natural resources that will repe.y big divi
dends in increased national wealth, -lowered 
raw material costs, and trained and adjusted 
young manpower, the most precious of all 
our resources" ; and 

Whereas the Civilian -Conservation Corps 
would be for youths between 17 and 23 who 
are unemployed, not going to school and are 
on the towns, who would wm·k under purely 
civilian management in national parks and 
forests , on flood control and in restoring 
grazing and farm lands: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the General Assembly of 
the State of Rhode Island, which has already 
created a special committee to make a study 
·of the desirability of the adoption of a yield 
tax on woodlands in this State, now endorses 
the restorat ion of the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, as indicated in the proposed con
gressional bill, requesting the Senators and 
Representatives from Rhode Island in the 
Congress of the United States to use their 
best efforts to have this legislation enacted 
into law; directing the Secretary of State 
to transmit to said Senators and Representa
tives duly . certified copies of this resolution. 

GREAT LAKES FISHERIES-RESOLUTION 
OF IZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I have in 
my .hand a resolution adopted by . the 
Twenty-eighth Annual Conference of the 
Izaak Walton League of America. which 
met at Des Moines, Iowa;, during the lat
ter part of March this year. This resolu
tion endorses the International .Treaty 
on Great Lalrns Fisheries. 

Included in the resolution is a refer
ence to the cr-itical problem of sea lam-

: prey, the vampire eels ·which have de
stroyed so much of the commercial ·fish
ing on the Great Lakes. I have taken up 
this issue on many occasions with the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, and I mention 
this matter at the time because I am de
lighted to see that the Izaak Walton 
League is continuing its own deep inter
est in the problem. 

I ask unanimous consent that the text 
of the resolution of this distinguished or
ganization be printed at this point in the 
RECORD, and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL TREATY ON GREAT LAKES 
FISHERIES 

Whereas the commercial fisheries of the 
Great Lakes represent one of the vital food 
resources of this country supporting an in
dustry involving millions of dollars in capital 
and thousands of families; and 

Whereas said industry has in the past been 
regulated by piecemeal laws and regulations 
adopted by the respective States bordering 
upon the Great Lakes but without any uni
formity or long-range programs or under
standing, with the result that the industry 
has been deteriorating, the supply o! the 

better species of fish has been decreasing and 
in some instances has disappeared entir.ely; 
and 

Whereas the industry is today faced to a 
greater degree than ever before by pollution 
and silting of fishing grounds, by invasion of · 
predator species such as · the sea lamprey, 
by overfishing and lack of adequate control 
measures, and 

Whereas a treaty between the United State.s 
and Canada providing the ground work for 
proper management and husbandry of this 
resource on both sides of the border was pre
pared after years of thought, study, and co
operation between various states, the Federal 
Government, and the Government of Canada, 
which treaty was signed by the contracting 
parties in 1946 but has not to date been rati
fied by the Sen.ate of the United States, largely 
because of localized political opposition: 
Now, therefor.e, it is 

Resolved, That' the Izaak Walton League of 
America renew and reiterate its urgent re
quest to the Foreign Relations Committee of 
the United States Senate that immediate 
steps be taken looking to ratification of said 
treaty and the prompt enactment by tne 
Congress of such legislation as may be nc~ces
sary to implement it. 

RADIO CLEAR CHANNELS-RESOLUTION 
OF NATIONAL G'RAKGE 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I pre
sent · for appropriate reference, and ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the REC
ORD at this point a resolution adopted 
by the National Grange at its national 
convention held in Sacramento, Callf., 
last November, a copy of which has just 
been sent to me, which urges that there 
be no further breakdown in the num
ber of clear-channel broadcasting sta
tions in the United States. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and · Foreign Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 
RESOLUTION PA~SED BY DELEGATES OF THE NA

TIONAL GRAN.GE AT THEIR ·EIGH'J!Y-THIRD. .. 
ANNUAL SES3ION IN SACRAMENTO, CALIF., 
NOVEMBER- 1949; PORTLAND, MAINE-, '"NOVEM;. . 
BER 1948 

RADIO CLEAR CHANNELS 
We reiterate our stand as taken at· the 

national conventio.~ held at .Portlan4.-Maine, .. 
in 1948 and ~ecommend the adoption of tlie 
following resolution: 

"Resolved, That the National Grange dele
gates realizing the necessity of insuring re
liable and satisfactory radio service to the 
farm population of the United States, reiter
ate our previous recommendations that there 
be no further breakdown in the number of 
clear-channel broadcasting stations in our 
country; and we further urge that the Fed
eral Communications Commission grant per
mission to clear-channel stations to operate 
at sufficient power to provide adequate serv
ice to all rural areas; and we emphasize that 
the United States Department of State 
should resist any attempt by other North 
American countries to establish stations on 
frequencies at present assigned to clear
channel stations in the United States." 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

The following report of a committee 
was submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina, 
from the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia: 

s. 2155. A bill to authorize the cancellation 
or settlement of claims of the District of 
Columbia against the estates of recipients 
of old-age assistance; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1532). 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
INTRO DU OED 

Bills and joint resolutions were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unani
mous consent, the second time, and re
f erred as follows: 

(Mr. LEHMAN introduced Senate bill 3528, 
to preserve the sceniC beauty of the Niagara 
Falls and River and to authorize the con
struction of certain public works on that 
river for power and other purposes, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Works, and appears .un
der a separate heading.) 

By Mr. LUCAS: . 
S. 3529. A bill for the relief of Paul Tse, 

J ames Tse, and Bennie Tse; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ECTON: 
s. 3530. A bill to abolish ·the position of 

mail handler in the postal service; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. KEFAUVER: 
S. 3531. A bill for the relief of Doctor Chao

Jen Chen, Dr. Janet Wang Chen, and Elea
nor Chen; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. _THOMAS Of utah (fo.t Mr. 
DOWNEY): 

S. J. Res. 175. Joint resolution providing 
for recognition and endorsement of the 
c.alifornia World Progress Exposition; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

(Mr. KEFAUVER introduced Senate Joint 
Resolution 176, to suspend. the application 
of certain Federal laws with respect to attor
neys employed by the special Senate com
mittee in connection with the investigation 
ordered by S. Res. 202, 81st Cong.; which was 
passed, and appears under a separate head-
ing.) .. . . 

NIAGARA DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1950 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, i: intro
duce for appropriate reference a bill en
titled "Niagara Development Act of 
1950." It is a bill to carry out the pur-· 
poses express~d _in President Truman's 
message to .the Senate yesterday. I ask 

:· unanimous consent:to have a .statement 
I have prepared on this -bill to be p:cinted 
in the body of the RECORD together with 
an analysis of the bilL · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
· be received, and ·appropriately referred 
and, . without objection, the statement 
and analysis presented by the Senator 
from New York will be printed in the 
RECORD. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill <S. 3528) to preserve the 
scenic beauty of. the Niagara Falls and 
River and to authorize the construction 
of certain public works on that river for 
power and other purposes, and for other 
purposes, introduced by Mr. LEHMAN, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Works. 

The statement and analysis presented 
by Mr. LEHMAN are as ~ollows: 

MAY 3, 1950. 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR LEHMAN INTRODUCING 
NIAGARA DEVELOPMENT ACT 

For more ·:h an a century, the Niagara Falls, 
one of the scenic wonders of North 
America, has attracted visitors both from 
America and from abroad. And for almost a 
century men have dreamed of harnessing the 
mighty power of that cataract to serve man's 
needs. Some of that power has indeed been 
harnessed during the past 50 years. But a 
really complete mobilization of that tre
mendous resource has waited until this very 
day. 
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Yesterday, the President sent to the Senate 

for its advice and c;onsent a treaty with the 
Dominion of Canada providfng for the pres
ervation of· the scenic beauty of Niagara Falls 
and for the utilizat~on of the power poten
tial of the Niagara in such a manner as to 
preserve and enhance the scenic wonders of 
that river and at the same time to make some 
of those waters avaiiable for the benefit and 
welfare of· the peoples of the United States 
and Canada. 

I want to emphasize that the whole object 
of the treaty is to protect and develop both 
resources-the resource of beauty and the 
resource of power. I have always been com
mitted, as a private citizen, as Governor of 
New York, and now as United States Senator 
to the preservation of Niagara Falls as a 
scenic wonder on one hand and the develop
ment of power in the public interest, on the 
other. I was pleased to note that the Presi
dent in his message to the Congress yesterday 
took a similar stand on behalf of the ad
ministration. 

I am today introducing fl. comprehensive 
bill, the Niagara Development Act of 1950, for 
the utilization of the power possibilities of 
the Niagara as well as for the preserva~ion of · 
the scenic beauties of the Niagara. This 
same bill is being introduced simultaneously 
in the House of Representatives ·by Repre
sentative FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, JR. 

This bill represents the studies and the 
work of many months and, in fact, of many 
years. It utilizes the successful findings of 
conservationists, power experts, and engi
neering surveyors for over two generations. 

Our bill proposes a power development 1n 
accordance with plans recently completed by 
the Bureau of Power of the Federal Power 
Commission for a staged development which 
would install new United States ~apacity Of 
1,330,000 kilowatts and would provide an in
crease in the average annual energy avail
able in the United States of 7,900,000,000 
kilowatt-hours. The total installation at 
Niagara Falls 'would then be 1,695,000 kilo
watts, including the privately owned plant 
(Schoellkopf) now in operation there. The 
available annual energy would be 11,600,000,-
000 kilowatt-,hours as compared to the pres
ent availability of 3,700,000,000 kilqwatt .. 
hours. 
. · New York -alone would be able to absorb 
this energy and more by the time these fa
cilities can be put into operation, which is 
estimated to be about 3'h years after the 
start of construction. In re.cognition of the 
fa.ct, however, that States adjacent to west
ern New _York, namely, Pennsylvania and 
Ohio, have a legitimate interest in the power 
from this great waterway, I make provision 
in my bill' for means whereby they can secure 
some of this power. 

Our bill provides for the Federal construc
tion of these works by the Chief of Army 
Engineers, whose experts have done mu'ch of 
the surveying, boring, and testing of this 
area over the past years. The project works, 
under the terms of our bill, would be sold to 
the State of New York for the operation and 
maintenance of those works in the public 
interest. 

We propose· to protect the interests of the 
people of the United States and of the people 
of New York State by providing that the 
transfer of facilities to New York State 
should occur under the terms of an agree
ment to be negotiated between the State of 
New York and the Federal Government. This 
agreement would be subject to approval by 
the State Legislature of the State of New 
York and by the Congress. 

This agreement would include all the pro
visions necessary for the protection of the 
Federal interests, of the national defense in
terests, and of the interests of the eventual 
consumers of the power. The whole object 
Of our bill is to provide power to the people 

at low ·cast. I think this is an essential dis• 
position of this great natural resource, which 
is one oi the resources of the American peo
ple, and must not be subject to exploitation 
for the benefit of a small group of any kind. 

I believe New York to be the proper opera
tor and guardian Of this power development. 
It is, of course, necessary that the State of 
New York enact the necessary legislation 
authorizing the New York Power Authority, 
for instance, to operate this project. · The 
present authorization for the New York 
Power · Authority extends only to the St. 
Lawrence. It would also be necessary for 
New York State to agree to the provisions 
necessary to protect the Federal interest and 
the interest of the people of New York as 
well as of the adjacent States. I have no 
doubt that the people of New York will indi
cate their complete acceptance of this oppor
tunity to acquire ownership of a great power 
facility whose eventual potentiality will be 
greater than that of Grand Coulee Dam. 

In line with President Truman's proposal 
to· the Congress of a month ago for a study 
of a possible northeastern power pool-a pro
posal which I endorsed-our bill makes pro
vision for the coordinated operation of the 
Niagara project with the other power proj
ects which may be involved in the pool, but 
only in the event that such a pool is estab
lished either by Congress or by compact 
among the several States. 

Our bill is in the pattern of the arrange
ments originally envisioned for the develop
ment of the St. Lawrence project. Indeed, 
the way. ls left open for the operation of these 
projects in tandem., as soon as the St. Law
rence project ls authorized and constructed. 

Our bill conforms to the principles of the 
Federal Power Act of 1920 by providing that 
the Federal Power Commission shall issue a 
license for the operation of this project. 
This, however, is not a matter for discretion 
by the Federal Power Commission. The Fed
eral Power Commission is directed to issue 
the. license, provided that the agreement be
tween New York State and the Federal Gov
ernment is consummated and all . the condi· 
tions provided in· this act are fulfilled. 

New York State is at the present time in 
the process of applying for a license from 
the Federal Power Commission for the de
velopment of the power potentialities in the 
international rapids section of the St. Law
rence. In this application, the Federal Pow
er Commission has full discretion whether 
to grant or reject this application, Under 
my bill no such discretion would be granted 
the Federal Power Commission. The Federal 
Power Commission would be directed to issue 
the license if all the conditions are met. 
Wher.e there is inconsistency between the 
licensing provisions of the Federal Power Act 
an.d the provisions of. the proposed Niagara 
Development Act, the provisions of the latter 
will pertain. 

In the event that New York State does not 
choose to take advantage of its opportunity 
to acquire these faciUties, my bill would leave 
the way open for an agency later to be cre
ated by Congress to operate these facilities 
in the interests of the people of the State 
of New York and of the adjacent States. 
· In the event that no such agency is estab

lished by the time · the project is ready to 
deliver power, and if New York State is not 
then prepared to assume control, the pro
visions of the Flood Control Act of 1944 
would pertain, and the project would con
tinue to be operated by the Chief of Engi
neers and the power would be disposed of by 
the Interior Department. I have sought in 
every way to protect the interests of the 
people of New York State and the interests 
of the duly constituted authorities of New 
York State. 

It is ·my earnest hope and desire that this 
will be a New York. project for the _primary 

benefit of the people of New York. Neces
sarily the interests of the adjacent States 
must be recognized and the interests of the 
Federal Government must be protected. 
The Niagara River, after all, is the outlet for 
four of the Great Lakes, discharging the 
waters from this great system of lakes of the 
Middle West into Lake Ontario on its way to 
the St. Lawrence and to the Atlantic. This 
great system of waterways is the lifeblood of 
the Middle West and of the Northeast. The 
great drainage system which it represents is 
one of the priceless heritages of the American 
people. 

On their way froxr. Lake Erie to Lake On
tario, the Great Lakes waters drop a total 
of 326 feet, the magnificent descent off the 
Niagara escarpment providing the beauty of 
the Niagara Falls and the power potentiali
ties that we now propose to develop. 

Ours is a complex bill, but its objectives are 
very simple and its means are equally so. I 
ask that this bill be given the earliest pos
sible consideration by the Senate, so that 
the authorization may be on the statute 
books and a request for suitable appropria
tions may speedily be made. 

The cost of this project under present plans 
will be either $350,300,000 or $308,700,000, de
pending upon the kind of construction de
cided upon. This is but a small investment 
compared to the benefits which the people 
will derive. The annual value of the addi
tional power developed on the United States 
side will be $61,339,000 or one-fifth of the 
capital cost. This is, of course, a very simpli
fied cost comparison, but it represents in a 
true sense the value of the project to the 
public. 

ANALYSIS OF NIAGARA DEVELOPMENT ACT 01' 
1950--BILL INTRODUCED BY SENATOR LEHMAN 

. IN THE SENATE AND IN THE HOUSE BY REPRE• 
SENTATIVE FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, JR. 

PURPOSE 
To provide for a public development of 

water power made available to the United 
States under the terms of the Canadian
United States Niagara Treaty and to insure at 
the same time the preservation of the scenic 
beauties of the Niagara Falls. 

WHAT THE BILL DOES 
1. Authorizes the United States Corps of 

Engineers to plan and construct the necessary 
project works. . 

2. Authorizes and directs the President of 
the Unit,ed States to .turn over the project 
works to whatever agency the State of New 
York may designate by law for this purpose, 
provided that certain conditions· protecting 
the interests of the people of the State of 
New York and the interests of the people of 
the adjacent States and .of the Federal Gov
ernment are met. 

3. Provides for the repayment by the State 
of New York to the Federal Government of 
such construction costs as are properly allo
cable to the power deveiopment. Costs for 
works designed solely to preserve the scenic 
beauty of the Falls are to be borne by the 
United States Government. 

4. Provides that amount and terms of re
payment as well as other pertinent conditions 
shall be covered in an agreement to be nego
tiated between the United States Government 
and the State of New York, subject to ap
proval by the Legislature of New York and 
the Congress. 

6. Provides that if the State of New York 
does not choose to acquire and operate the 
project or if no agreement 1s reached by the 
time the project is ready to deliver power, 
the power is to be distributed by the United 
States Government either through an agency 
authorized 'by Congress for the purpose or by 
the Federal agencies authorized to develop 
and distribute power under the terms of the 
Flood Control Act of 1944. 
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_ ANALYSIS OF BILL -BY SECTIONS 

Sectfon 1 

· Statement of national policy and of pur
pose of the act . . 

Section 2 
A. Authorizes construction of the works in 

accordance with project plans outlined· in -
report of the Bureau of Power of the Federal 
:Power Commission (September 28, 1949) sub
ject to modification not inconsistent with the 
act and found advisable by the Chief of En
gineers and the Federal Power Commission 
after consultation with the Governors of New 
York and ·of other interested States and· with 
other interested Federal agencies. 

B. Provides for start of construction as . 
soon as funds are appropriated. 

Section 3 
A. Authorizes and directs the President to 

transfer the project facilities to an agency 
of New York State, when such an agency shall 
have been authorized to accept and operate 
these works by the State of New York and 
when three major conditions will have been 
met: 

1. An agreemen~ shall be negotiated be
tween the United States Government and the 
government of the State of New York and 
such agreement shaJ! have . been approved 
both by the Legislature of New York and 
the United States Congress. 

2. (a) The agreement shall include provi-
sions for- · 

( 1) Repayment of costs allocable to power; 
and 

(2) For the maintenance and operation of 
the project in the public interest-including 
especially the interests- of the St ate of . New 
York and of other States within economic 
transmission distance. 

(b) Agreement shall prohibit the aliena
tion of any of the waters to any private per
son or company other. than waters over which 
private persons or corporations already have 
existing rights. 

(c) Agreement shall give full recognition 
to the interests of national security, 

(d) The agreement shall provide for the 
granting of preference to local government 
units or their instrumentalities and to co
operatives and other nonprofit organizations, 

( e) The agreement shall provide for the 
construction or acquisition of necessary 
transmission lines in order to make power 
available in wholesale quantities to facili
ties owned by the Federal Government, pub
lic bodies, cooperatives, and privately owned 
companies. 

(f) Agreement shall provide that project 
power shall be sold primarily for the bene;fit 
of the consumers of electric power at the 
lowest possible rates (and in such a manner 
as to encourage the widest possible use.) 

{g) Agreement shall provide that contracts 
for resale of project power sha11 include pro
vision for establishing resale rates to be fixed 
by the seller (State of New Yorlt) so as to 
pass on the savings to the consumers. 

(h) Agreement shall provide that if and 
when a northeastern power pool or some 
other agency for the coordinated operation 
of power facilities in the Northeast shall be 
created, either by future Federal legislation 
or by compacts between the States, arrange
ments shall be made by the State of New 
York for the coordinated operation of the 
Niagara power facilities with those of the 
pool. 

(i) Agreement shall provide that other 
States within economic transmission distance 
may obtain needed power from Niagara by 
contract with New York State; if any State 
is denied what it believes to be its fair share, 
the Federal Power ·Commission, after full 
and open hearings, shall have the power to 
determine the arrangements whereby the 
power shall be sold to these States within 
economic transmission distance. 

3. (a) New York State will apply to the Fed
eral Power Commission for a license for op-

eration of the project; Federal ·Power• Gom;
mlssion ls thereupon directed to issue the 
license, provided . that all the conditions re
ferred to above have been satisfied. 

· (b) - In case 'or . any conflict between the 
licensing provision of the Federal Power Act 
and the provisions of this act, the provisions 
of this act shall pertain. 

B. Eighteen months after the beginning of 
construction the President is directed to send 
a report to oongress on the state of negotia
tions with the State of New York. 
. C. If tran:sfer of the power facility to the 

State of New York .has not been completely 
accomplished in accordance with the above 
provisions by the time power is available 
from any generating unit of the project, the 

· project shall be maintained and power dis
posed of by any agency which Congress may 
have meanwhile created for the purpose; 1f 
no such agency. has been created, the project 
shall be maintained and operated by the 
Chief of Engineers and the power shall be 
disposed of in accordance with the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 (by the Secretary of 
the Interior). · 

. NOTE.-In this analysis-
. Section 2, A and B correspond to section 2 

in the bill. 
Section 3, A corresponds to section 3 (a) in 

the .bill. 
Section 3 (A) (1) corresponds to section 

3 (a) (i) in the bill, etc. 

AMENDMENT OF ECONOMIC COOPE..B.A
TION ACT OF 1948-AMENDMENT 

Mr. IVES (for himself and Mr. HEN
DRICKSON) submitted an amendment' in
.tended to be proposed by them, jointiy, 
to the bill (S. 3304) to amend the Eco
nomic Cooper8.tion Act of 1948, as 
amended, which was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED OR PLACED ON 

CALENDAR 

The following bills were severally read 
twice by , their titles, and ref erred, or 
ordered to be placed on the calendar, 
as indicated: 

H. R. 702. An act for the relief of Mrs. Ethel 
N. Plunkett; 

H. R. 1814. An act for the relief of Caroline 
M. Newmark and Melville Mor..itz; 

H. R. 2464. An act for the relief of Charlie 
Sylvester Correll; 

H. R. 3169. An act granting permanent rest
. dence to certain Spanish physicians residing 

in Puerto Rico; 
H . R. 3305. An act for the relief of the estate 

of Jose Salgado Santos; 
H. R. 3994. An act for the relief of John 

D. Lange; 
H. R. 4011. An act for the relief of Stavros 

Matheos (also known as Steve Matheos or 
Matheou); 

H. R. 4163. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. C. S. Walker; 

H. R. 4188. An act for the relief of Dr. Fer
dinando Schiappa; 

H. R. 4371. An act for the relief of Shiro 
Takemura; 

H. R. 4628. An act for the relief of John G. 
Essen berg; 

H. R. 4806. An act for the relief of Dr. Fran
cesco Drago; 

H. R. 5051. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Juan Antonio Rivera, Mrs. Raul Valle Antelo, 
Mrs. Jorge Diaz Romero, Mrs. Otto Resse, and 
Mrs. Hugo Soria; 
. H. R. 5150. An act for the relief of Ira D. 

Doyal and Clyde Doyal; 
H. R. 5151. An act for the relief of the 

estate of Lourdine Livermore and the estate 
of Dorothy E. Douglas; 

H. R. 525-0. An act for the relief of J. L. 
Smelcer; 

H. R. 5639. An act for the relief of Ivan E. 
Townsend; 

· H. R. 5972.- An act !or ·the relief of Ivar G. 
J_ohnson; ._ _ · . -

H. R. 6053. An act for the relief of Conti-
. J:lf:lntal Insurance Co., Federal Insurance Co., 
and National 'Fire Insurance Cd., of Hartford, · 
Conn.; 

H. R, 6169. An act for the relief of Mary 
Mitsuye Nishihama Yabe; 
· H. R. 6198. An act for the relief of the First 

National Bank in Richmond, ·Calif.; 
H. R. 6449. An act for the relief of Mrs. L. 

M. Cox and-Mrs. M. R. Nickle; · · 
H. R. 6489. An act for the relief of United 

Transformer Co. ·(formerly U~ited Trans
former Corp.) ; 

H , ~. ~505. An act to legalize the entry of 
Mrs. David Munson Osborne (nee Janet Mary 
Tole),' a native of New Zealand; 

H. R. 6652. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Fujiko Chichie Imbert, wife, and Robert Im
bert, Jr., son of an American soldier; 

H. R. 6969. An ·act for the relief of Ralph 
E. Brown; 

H. R. 7050. An act for the relief of Louie 
Garn Yean; 

H . R. 7065. An act for the relief of Kazuko 
Miyama Akana .and Chang K~Iig Akana; 

H: R. 7066. An act for the 'relief of Setsuko 
Amano; 

H. R. 7073. An act for the relief of Koto 
Kogami Kitsu and Jeannette Akemi Kitsu; , 

H. R. 7199. An act for the relief of Nobuko 
Maeda; 

H, .R. 7254. An act fer the relief or' Mrs. 
Bernard Smith; . 
- H. R. 7278. An act-· for the relief of Mrs. 

Clara M. Fortner; 
H. R. 72e3. An act for the relief of Mrs. 

Jack B. -Meyer; 
H. R. 7292. An act for the relief of Erio 

Louis Tomita and Fumiko Tomita; 
H. R. 7362. An act for tlie relief of Mrs. 

Willard Thulin (formerly Jutta Kono); 
H. R. 7363. An act for the relief of Suzuko 

Yagi and Anne Yagi; , 
H. R. 7416. An act for . the relief of Suzuko 

Takanashi; 
· H. R. 7485. An act for the relief of Mrs. 

Maria Margarite Noe; 
H. R. 7614. An act for the relief of Mrs. 

Ellen Knauff; 
· H. R. 7656. An act for the relief of David 

George Callaway; 
.H. R. 7658. An act for the relief of Mitsuko 

Ito; and 
H. R. 7682. An act for the relief of Mrs. 

Akiko Osada Gustafson; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7708. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Navy to grant to the Monmouth 
Consolidated Water Co. certain easements 
and rights-of-way within the United States 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, N. J.; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

H. R. 3675. An act for the relief of Erik H. 
Lindman; ordered to be placed on the cal
endar. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
CONVENTION ON ROAD TRAFFIC-RE

MOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SECRECY 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. As in execu
tive session, the . Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the President of 
the United States transmitting Execu
tive 0, Eighty-first Congress, second 
session, a convention on road traffic 
which was open for signature from Sep
tember 19, 1949, until December 31, 1949, 
and during that p8riod was signed on 
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behalf of the United States of America 
and 20 other states, which, with the ac
companying convention, .will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreigµ Relations. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
that the ban of secrecy be removed from , 
the convention. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob~ 
jection, it is so ordered, and the Presi
dent's message will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The President's message is as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
With a view to receiving the advice 

and consent of the Senate to ratification, 
I transmit herewith a certified copy of 
a convention on road traffic which was 
open for signature from September 19, 
1949, until December 31, 1949, and dur
ing that period was signed on behalf of 
the United States of America and 20 
other states. There is also transmitted, 
for the purpose of receiving the advice 
and consent of the Senate to ratification 
thereof, a certified copy of a related 
protocol concerning occupied countries 
or territories which was open for signa
ture at the same time as the convention. 

The purposes of the convention are 
explained in the report of the Secretary 
of State which is transmitted herewith 
for the information of the Senate. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 3, 1950. 

<Enclosures: ( 1) Report of the Secre
tary of State; (2) certified copy of con
vention on road traffic; (3) certified copy 
of related protocol; (4) excerpt from re
port of United States delegation to the 
United Nations Conference on Road and 
Motor Transport.) 

THE ROAD TO SOCIALISM-ADDRESS BY 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIR
GINIA 
[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD an address en
titled "The Road to Socialism," delivered 
by Hon. J. Lindsay Almond, attorney gen
eral of Virginia, at Madison College, Har
risonburg, Va., on April 19, 1950, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

TRIBUTE TO ADMIRAL THOMAS C. 
KINKAID-EDITORIAL BY HARRY H. 
SCHLACHT 
[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "Admiral Thomas C. Kinkaid, Naval 
Warrior of the Pacific," written by Harry H. 
Schlacht and published in the Hearst news
papers, which appears in the Appendix.] 

WHITHER THE RAILROADS?-ADDRESS 
BY M. W. CLEMENT 

[Mr. O'CONOR asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an address 
entitled "Whither the Railroads?" delivered 
by M. w. Clement, chairman of the board 
of t he Pennsylvania Railroad, before the 
Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Calif., .which appears in the Appendix.] 

PROPOSED SALE OF UNITS IN WESTCHES-
TER APARTMENTS-ARTICLE FROM THE 
WASHINGTON STAR 
[Mr. WILLIAMS asked and obtained leave 

to nave printed in the RECORD an article 
from the Washington Evening Star of April 
19, 1950, regarding the proposed sale of units 
in the Westchester Apartments in Washing
ton, D. C., w_hich appears in the Appendix.] 

THE KERR NATURAL-GAS BILL-EDITO
·RIAL F'ROM THE TULSA TRIBUNE 

[Mr. KERR asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
from the Tulsa (Okla.) Tribune of April 22, 
1950, regarding the Kerr natural-gas bill, 
which appears in the Appendix.) 

PASSAGE OF RIVERS AND HARBORS 
BILL-ARTICLE BY C. F. BYRNS 

[Mr. FULBRIGHT asked and o"Qtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an ar
ticle on the subject of the recent passage 
by the Senate of the bill authorizing rivers 
and harbors and flood-control projects, writ
ten by C. F. Byrns, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

COMMEMORATION OF POLISH CONSTI
TUTION DAY 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, 159 years 
ago today the Republic of Poland 
adopted its famous constitution of May 
the 3d. In commemoration of this 
historical event I have prepared a brief 
statement and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the body df the 
RECORD at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state
ment by Mr. lvEs was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY SENATOR IVES IN COMMEMORA

TION OF POLISH CONSTITUTION DAY, MAY 3, 
1950 
Today, May 3, freedom-loving peoples all 

over the world will commemorate the one 
hundred and fifty-ninth anniversary of the 
adoption of the Polish Constitution of May 
3, 1791. Barely 2 years after the acceptance 
of its Constitution by the United States in 
1789, the brave Polish people produced the 
Magna Carta of Polish parliamentary his-

. tory-a document instantly recognized and 
hailed by the leading thinkers of the day as 
a major milestone in man's progress toward 
democracy. 

Those familiar with Poliah history have no 
difficulty in understanding why it was that 
the Poles, a Slavonic people of eastern cen
tral Europe, should be the authors and pro
mulgators of the first written democratic 
constitution to be adopted by a nation of the 
Old World. For the Poles are the possessors 
of an ancient and enviable history of devo
tion to the parliamentary system of govern
ment. 

Among the Slavonic peoples of Europe, 
only the Poles can point with justifiable 
pride to a record of constant and deep
rooted faith in the parliamentary tradition 
throughout their independent existence as a 
nation. And nowhere else on the Continent 
of Europe among all the states which have 
survived down to 1950, is the unbroken con
tinuity of the existence of a legislative body 
a feature of national life. 

Thus, it was only natural that during the 
last quarter of the nineteenth century, when 
the enlightened ideas of such western phi
losophers as Locke and Rousseau were being 
greeted with enthusiasm by the great intel
lectuals of the .age, the Polish people should 
produce a document immediately acclaimed 
as an outstanding political achievement 
rivaling in scope of concept and boldness of 
language the American Declaration of Inde
pendence. 

A brief examination of the high lights of 
the constitution of May the 3d, will re
veal instantly the reasons why it is ranked 
among the foremost documents in the evo
lution of parliamentary democracy. 

This constitution, adopted May 3, 1791, by 
the Congress of the Republic of Poland, pro
claimed as a primary postulate the sover
eignty of , the people in the state. This im
portant principle was stated in these words: 

"All power in. civil society should be de
rived from the will of the people, its end and 
object being the preservation and integrity 
of the state, civil liberty, and the good order 
of society, on an equal scale, and on a last
ing foundation." 

Like the Constitution of the United States, 
the May the 3d constitution provided for 

.three separate and equal branches of govern
ment--executive, legislative, and judicial. 
Also guaranteed were the important prin
ciples of rule by majority, the secrecy of the 
ballot at public elections, and-an unprel'!e
dented feature of political life 1n eastern or 
central Europe at the time-the extension of 
full protection of the law to the peasant. 
This part of the constitution was given even 
greater significance when it was supple
mented in 1795 by Kosciusko's famous proc
lamation granting full civil rights to the 
peasant. 

The constitution of May the 3d also con
tained a ringing proclamation of the prin
ciple of freedom of religion: 

"We • • • owe to all people of what
ever persuasion, peace in matters of faith, 
and the protection of government; conse
quently we assure, to all persuasions and re
ligions, freedom and liberty, according to the 
laws of the country, and in all dominions of 
the republic." 

Other equally enlightened and courageous 
provisions of the constitution of May the 
3d-all expressed in lahguage as noble and 

. as inspiring as that of the passages I have 
quoted-aimed at the correction of parlia
mentary weaknesses and the achievement of 
various social reforms. The result was an in
evitable immortality for this historic docu
ment. 

So high was the torch of human liberty 
raised by the May the 3d constitution, how
ever, that the •yrannical monarchs of Po
land's neighbors, alarmed at this latest men
ace to the perpetuation of their own despotic 
rule, dismembered Poland in the partitions 
of 1793 and 1795. Poland fell, not because 
she could not live, but because, inspired and 
strengthened by her democratic ideals, she 
chose to live only as a free nation. 

Today Poland again finds herself enslaved. 
But the basic elements in the hearts of the 
people wh!ch produced the constitution of 
May the 3d stm live with a vitality which 
will, I am certain, win their freedom for the 
Poles again. And as we here salute the 
Polish people on Polish Constitution Day, 
let us renew and refresh our determination 
to hasten the dawn of that day of freedom 
for Poland. No nation has shown itself 
more deserving of liberty and independence. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the RECORD a statement I have prepared 
in commemoration of the one hundred 
and fifty-ninth anniversary of the Polish 
3d of May Constitution. 

There being no objection, Mr. BENTON'S 
statement was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BENTON 
Americans of Polish descent and Poles in 

free countries throughout the world observe 
today a date which is very close to their 
hearts. 

This date marks the one hundred and 
fifty-ninth anniversary of the signing of 
Poland's bill of rights-the 3d of May con
stitution. It was on May 3, 1791, just 2 years 
after the United States adopted its Consti
tution, that signatures were affixed to a 
document giving to the common man in Po
land the freedoms known only in a democ
racy. Its purpose was to perform true demo
cratic reforms and to improve an existing 
form of government by peaceful methods. 
It granted liberty to all citizens, without 
discrimination. 
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The Polish Sd o! May constitution was 

among the most liberal and most democratic 
of its day. It stated: "All power in civil 
society should be derived from the will of the 
people, it s end and objective being the pres· 
ervation and integrit y of the state, the civil 
liberty and the good order of society, on an 
equal scale and on a lasting foundation." 

But the liberation of the Polish people 
came too late, for in 1795 the Republic, with 
a history dating back to 966 and a history 
as a great power as far back as the four· 
teenth century, suffered it s third partition. 

Poland today is a tragic nation. After 
having fought gallantly on the field of bat. 
tle, side by side with our own soldiers, it is 
at present under the domination of Soviet · 
Russia. It is, therefore, a serious obligation 
for all of us to strive for the restoration of 
a free Poland. For until these brave people 
and other subjugated n ations are free the 
peace of the whole world can never be secure. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
has before it Senate Resolution 202. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I should like to have 
the attention of the senior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. DONNELL]. If those who . 
are supporting Senate Resolution 202 
and those opposed to it will enter into 
an agreement to vote on the resolution 
at 1 o'clock today, and then let the junior 
Senator from Missouri CMr. KEM] follow 
after 1 o'clock, I shall be agreeable. 
Otherwise, at the conclusion of the re
marks of the junior Senator from Mis
souri I shall have to request that the 
Senate return to the regular order. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr . . President, will 
my colleague yield? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. It will not be possible 

for me to enter into such a unanimous
consent agreement as the Senator from 
Texas proposes. As I stated on the ftoor 
yesterday, it was then my estimate that 
my remarks in connection with the 
amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. KEFATJVERJ would 
require approximately 2 hours for de
livery. I am not able to give positive 
assurance as to the exact length of time. 
It might run something over that time. 
I should like to have it run something 
less, but I am not at all sure that it would 
run less than 2 hours. 

Mr. President, it is now 25 minutes to 
12. It is only 1 hour and 25 minutes to 
1 o'clock. I realize, of course, that in 
addition to the time necessary for the 
speaker to deliver his address, that Mem
bers of the Senate may desire to interro
gate the speaker. I should certainly not 
want to confine myself to any specific 
time. 

I want to make it perfectly clear, 
though, Mr. President, that it is my de· 
sire to proceed with the resolution. I 
think it is entirely proper that the junior 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. KEM] should 
be recognized at this time for his re
marks, which I understand are to be with 
respect to the unfinished business, the 
economic cooperation bill. The bill 
which is subject to being set aside tem
porarily is the unfinished business. But, 
Mr. President, I do not think it is at all 
appropriate that in connection with a 
resolution of this great importance I 
should be restricted to the time which 
has been mentioned by the Senator from 
.~~xas. 

I may say that I would not be willing 
to enter into any unanimous.consent 
agreement at this moment with respect 
to the time at which the Senate should 
vote on the resolution. 

I shall not trespass further upon the 
time of the Senate, except to say that I 
am strongly in favor of the adoption 
of Senate Resolution 202 as it came from . 
the J.udiciary Committee and the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration, 
with two changes only: One, a change to 
remove the time limitation for the re
port; the other, a change with respect 
to the amount of money to be appro
priated. I think: the amount is too small, 

·and I favor an amendment to increase ·it. 
I am opposed to the substitute which 

. would create a special committee. The 
substitute was argued yesterday after
noon by the distinguished Senator · from 
Tennessee. 

It is with no desire whatsoever to de
lay the consideration of the . resolution 
that at this time I refuse to enter into 
any. agreement with .respect to the time 

. for voting. I assure the Senate, as I did 
yesterday, that I shall make every effoFt 
to have the Senate proceed expeditiously 
with the resolution, I think it is a most 

-important matter which should be acted 
upon promptly, and I trust that it cari be 
voted upon during the present day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri has not yet been recog
nized; but the Chair would state that in 
view of the conversation which occurred 
yesterday at the time when the Sena
tor from Tennessee requested unanimous 

·consent that the resolution be taken up, 
at which time the Chair assured the 
Senator from Missouri that he could be 
recognized to speak on the resolution 
or to speak on his amendment to the 
ECA bill, or that he could call for the 
regular order, in which event he might 
speak on his amendment to the ECA 
bill, the Chair feels 'that it is his duty 
to recognize the Senator from Missouri 
at this time. Therefore, the Chair now 
recognizes the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. KEM. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

Senator from Missouri yield to the Sen
ator from Texas? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, in 

answer to the senior Senator from Mis· 
souri [Mr. DONNELL], as well as the 
junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
KEM], I wish to say that we have only 
today and tomorrow to conclude the 
debate on the ECA bill, because under 
the unanimous-consent agreement the 
Senate must vote on the .bill on Friday. 
Under such circumstances, in view of 
the interests of Senators who wish to 
discuss the ECA bill and possibly some 
other matters relative thereto, I can
not imperil the situation by agreeing to 
have the Senate continue with consider
ation of the resolution fallowing the 
conclusion of the remarks of the junior 
Senator from Missouri. I wish to 'serve 
notice that I shall be on the floor seek
ing recognition at the end of the ad
dress of the junior Senator from Mis-

-~OJl!i, 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
· Mr. KEM. I yield: 

Mr. WHERRY. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. President, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Texas, the 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee, whether he will withhold his 
unanimous.consent request, or at least. 
modify it, so that the time for the fur· 
ther consideration of the resolution may 
be extended to the extent the distin
guished Senator from Missouri and the 
distinguished Sena tor from Tennessee 
may feel necessary, and beyond the 
time when the junior Senatpr from Mis
souri [Mr. KEM] concludes his remarks. 

It does not seem to me-if the Sena
tor from Missouri will yield further to 
me-that it makes any difference, in
asmuch as the remarks of the junior 
Senator from Missouri are to be on the 
ECA bill, whether the Senator from 
Missouri speaks first for · 2 hours-he 
has agreed not to exceed that time-on 

·his amendment to the ECA bill, and the 
Senate then proceeds to consider fur-

. ther the resolution; or whether the Sen
ate proceeds now with the further con
sideration of the resolution, and then 
the Senator from Missouri is recognized. 

If we were considering ·the advisa
bility of proceeding to the consideration -
of an extraneous matter, I would agree 
that the Senate would be losing.. time by 

. considering such a matter at this time. 

. However, the junior Senator from Mis
souri proposes to speak on the unfin-

. ished business, the . ECA bill; and the 
senior Senator from Missouri wishes to 
speak on the resolution which has tem
porarily displaced the unfinished busi· 
ness, the ECA bill, pi::ior to the vote upon 
it. 

I am satisfied that if the distinguished 
chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee will withhold his .unani· 
mous·consent request until after the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Sena
tor from Missouri, no time will be lost, 
and an agreement can be reached to 
have the Senate vote upon the resolu· 
ti on sometime this afternoon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Texas has not submitted a 
unanimous·consent request; he simply 
notified the Senate that at the end of 
the remarks of the junior Senator from 
Missouri, he would call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes, Mr. President; 
that is correct. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I was answering the 

telephone when the distinguished Sen· 
ator from Texas was speaking. I under· 
stood that probably a unanimous.con
sent request would be made. 

So I have said that I trust that the 
Senator from Texas will not ask for the 
regular order at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the junior Senator from 
Missouri, but will withhold such a re· 
quest until some arrangement can be 
made whereby the Senator from Texas 
can be assured that a vote will be had 
~P~L on . the _ r~-s~lution, and that no 
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time will be lost so far as the ECA bill is 
concerned. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. FERGUSON. I wonder whether 

the distinguished Senator from Texas 
will reconsider his idea of calling for the 
regular order at the time he has indi
cated. I am very anxious that Senate 
Resolution 202 be agreed to. As sug
gested by the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska, I agree that the time 
devoted to consideration of the resolu
tion will not be lost. 

The distinguished junior Senator 
from Missouri is going to speak upon the 
ECA bill. Following the conclusion of 
his remarks, we would be able to proceed 
with the further consideration of the 
resolution and dispose of it in a short 
time. Although I wish to make a few 
remarks, . they will be briefer than I 
originally had intended them to be, so 
that, so far as I am concerned, a vote 
can be had in a short time upon the res
olution. 

It is an important matter. I do not 
feel that Senators can agree upon a defi
nite hour for voting on the resolution, 
because questions may be asked of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri, as 
well as of the Senator from Tennessee 
and of myself. 

So I hope the Senator from Texas will 
reconsider the matter and will wait as 
long as he can before he exercises his 
right to call for the regular order. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

junior Senator "from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. I may say to Sena

tors who have been insisting on continu
ing with the resolution that the resolu
tion was brought up last evening with 
the consent of the chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, thinking it 
could be promptly disposed of. As usu
ally happens, when the door is opened an 
inch for someone, he sticks his foot in, 
and when an hour and a half has been 
consumed more time is desired. So I 
shall have to adhere to my announced 
intention that, at the end of the speech 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. KEM], 
I shall insist on returning to the regular 
order. We have a great many other mat
ters of high importance awaiting con-
sideration. • 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President--
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 

Sanator from Missouri yield before he 
begins his speech? 

Mr. KEM. I yield to the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. I merely want to make 
the observation that this is exactly what 
I anticipated last night would happen. 

- Here we have a resolution pending, which 
deals with a . very important question. 
l'he Senator from Texas was good enough 
to permit the unfinished business to be 
temporarily laid aside in order that the 
resolution might be debated. The Sen
ate met this morning at 11 o'clock upon 
the theory that we might be able to con
clude consideration of the resolution 
which is now before the Senate and that 

probably we could get a unanimous-con
sent agreement to vote on the resolution. 
But, instead of working on the resolution 
which the distinguished Senator from 
Texas permitted to displace temporarily 
the consideration of ECA, we are now 
back on the ECA bill. · 

Mr. President, we ought to be consider
ing the Kefauver resolution. It is the 
pending business before the Senate at 
the present time. Instead of that, we are 
now going off on a 2-hour or 3-hour jour
ney on ECA. 

Obviously, after the junior Senator 
from Missouri :finishes his speech on ECA, 
the' senior Senator from Missouri will 
come along with another 2-hour speech 
on the Kefauver resolution. That will 
bring on another 2 hours• debate from 
other Senators who are also vitally in
terested in the Kefauver resolution, es
pecially so, in view of the statement of 
the senior Senator from Missouri that 
he is unalterably opposed to the substi
tute offered by the able Senator from 
Tennessee. So it would be impossible 
to get through with the Kefauver reso
lution in a matter of 2 hours, unless it 
is possible to reach some kind of unani
mous-consent agreement, and, if some
thing is not done similar to what the 
Senator from Texa.S suggests, before we 
_get through we shall be on the Kefauver 
resolution probably 2' days. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I should like 
to say in reply to the Senator from Illi
nois that since I have been a Member of 
this body I have recognized the neces
sity of leadership on the :floor, and al
though I felt that last night I had staked 
out a claim to the :floor this morning, I 
called the minority leader and told him 
I should be glad if he would consult with 
the majority leader, saying to the minor
ity leader that any arrangement which 
was made by them would be agreeable to 
me. I understood that the two leaders 
had conferred, and that it was agreed I 
should have the :floor. It is for that rea
son that I am prepared to speak at this 
time. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Mis
souri is absolutely incorrect insofar as 
my having agreed that he .should have 
the floor. I protested last night all along 
with respect to that. I consented only 
after I talked with the Vice President, 
who said he felt morally obligated to rec
ognize the Senator from Missouri. The 
Senate convened at 11 o'clock this morn
ing on the theory that the Kefauver res
olution would be debated, not the matt,er 
which the junior Senator from Missouri 
is now proposing to debate. There can 
be no doubt about that. 

Mr. KEM. I do not know where the 
Senator from Illinois got that theory, 
since the RECORD is very clear on the sub
ject. It clearly appears from the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday that my 
agreement to the unanimous-consent 
request of the Senator from Tennessee 
was conditioned on my obtaining the 
:floor when the Senate convened today, 
I reiterated that position on several oc
casions, and stated it while the Senator 
from Illinois was present on the Senate 
fioor; so, if the Senator got any other 
idea, it was either because he did not 
hear the Senator from Missouri or be-

cause he did not understand the very 
clear statement which was made. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. KEM. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. Here is what the Senator 

from Illinois said: 
I would not object to recessing until 11 

o'clock tomorrow morning providing we are 
going to discuss the issue of the Senate res
olution. But the junior Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. KEMl just now served notice that 
he is not going to agree to any unanimous
consent request for tomorrow unless he is 
recognized immediately following the con
vening of the session tomorrow. There is no 
point in coming in at 11 o'clock tomorrow 
under those circumstances. As I see it, there 
is no point in debating the resolution unless 
we can finish it. So there is. no point in 
meeting at 11 o'clock tomorrow morning un
der· those circumstances. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to invite the 
Senator's attention to the fact that at 
no time did I accede to the idea of the · 
majority leader, when he made that 

. statement on the :floor; but I also invite 
his attention to the fact that I com
municated with him this morning, 
through the minority leader, and, 
through the minority leader, told him I 
would be glad to accede to any plans 
the leadership of the Senate adopted. I 
am still willing to do that, notwithstand
ing the fact that I -have an address which 
I am ready to begin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri has the :floor. 
AMENli>MENT OF ECONOMIC COOPERA

TION ACT OF 1948 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 3304) to amend the Eco
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I have pro
posed an amendment to the pending 
measure. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will state the amendment. 

The CmEF CLERK. On page 7, between 
lines 3 and 4, it is proposed to insert the 
following: 

TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 107. Section 118 of such act is amend
ed by adding at the end thereof the follow
ing new sentence: "The Administrator shall 
terminate the provisions of assistance under 
this title to any participating country if the 
government of such country, or any agency 
or subdivision thereof, shall, after the date 
of enactment of the Economic Cooperation 
Act of 1950, acquire or operate, in whole or 
in part, any basic industry thereof, other 
than industries the acquisition of which was 
completed prior to the date of enactment of 
such act." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment is read for the information of the 
Senate. It is not technically offered, 
because another amendment is pending. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, the purpose 
of the proposed amendment is to prevent 
the dollars of the American taxpayers 
being used by socialistic governments of 
Marshall-plan countries to nationalize 
or socialize additional basic industries. 
Let me make this clear. The amend
ment is not an attempt to undo what bas 
already been done. But if adopted it 
would prevent further use of American 
dollars in new socialistic schemes. 
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Members of the Senate will recall that 

a similar amendment was proposed last 
session. The Senate did not see fit to 
give its approval at that time. However, · 
subsequent developments have made the 
need for such an amendment all the 
more urgent. Regardless of what may 
occur in future months, the American 
taxpayers are entitled to the protection 
its adoption would give to the use of their 
money. 
L IT IS ILLOGICAL FOR THE UNITED STATES TO 

FINANCE MARXIST SOCIALISM IN AN EF·FORT TO 

BLOCK OFF MARXIST COMMUNISM 

Mr. President, socialism has been de
scribed as a "river highway down which 
Communists find their journey much 
easier because a channel has been made 
and obstacles have been swept aside." 

Webster's New International Diction
ary describes communism as "any theory 
or system of social organization involv
ing common ownership of the agents of 
production, and some approach to equal 
distribution of the products of industry." 

Webster describes socialism as "a po
litical and economic theory of social or
ganization based on collective or gov
ernmental ownership and democratic 
management of the essential means for 
the production and distribution of 
goods." 

According to Webster's dictionary, 
then, socialism and communism are 
practically one and the same. 

Both socialism and communism are 
inspired by the doctrines of Karl Marx. 
The late Prof. H. J. Laski, writing on 
behalf of the British· Socialist Party 
headquarters in a foreword to a May 
1948 reprint of the Communist Mani
festo, had this to say: 

In presenting this centenary volume of the 
Communist Manifesto the Labour Party ac
knowledges its indebtedness to Marx and 
Engels as the two men who have been the 
inspiration of the whole working-class move
ment * * * who, remembering . that 
these were the demands of the Manifesto, 
can doubt our common inspiration (Commu
nist Manifesto--Socialist Landmark, by Prof. · 
H. J. Laski, Allen & Unwin, May 1948). 

John Strachey, the newly appointed 
British Minister of War, has said: 

It is impossible to establish communism 
as the immediate successor to capitalism. 
It is accordingly proposed to establish so
cialism which can be put in the place of our 
present decaying capitalism. Hence, Com
munists work for the establishment of so
cialism as a necessary transition stage on the 
road to communism. 

Socialism and communism, then, have 
the same objective, namely, the national
ization of the means of production and 
distribution. They differ only in the 
method they utilize to attain their ob
jectives. The Socialist prefers to use 
peaceful methods of infiltration. The 
Communist is willing to resort to force 
and violence to accomplish the results 
which both he and the Socialist desire. 

In the U. S. S. R., the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, the Communists con
trol the government. In Great Britain 
and other countries of western Europe, 
followers of the other branch of Marx
ism-socialism-control the govern
ments. 

So we have this strange, illogical, con
tradictory situation. The United States, 

under the Marshall plan, is furnishing 
billions of dollars to finance Marxist so
cialism, in an e:ff ort to block off Marxist 
communism. Does it make sense for us 
to furnish dollars to such Socialist lead
ers as British Foreign Secretary Ernest 
Bevin, who has said, ref erring to the 
association between the present Social
ist government of Great Britain and the 
government of Russia: "Left can speak 
to left in comradeship and confidence," 
and John Strachey, who brazenly admits 
that Communists work for the establish
ment of socialism as a stepping stone to 
communism? 

II. THE CASE OF THE BRITISH SOCIALIST 
GOVERNMENT 

Mr. President, I shall emphasize the 
case of Great Britain, because her So
cialist government receives the "lion's 
share" of Marshall-plan aid. Nearly two 
and one-half billion dollars has been 
made available to that government under 
the Marshall plan. Next year the Brit
ish Marxists are scheduled to receive 
$687 ,000,000 out of the $3,000,000,000 pro
posed to be sent to the nations of west
ern Europe. 

A. AMERICAN DOLLARS HAVE FINANCED THE 
BRITISH H AND-OUT STA'IE 

On February 23, last, the British So
cialist government bought, with Ameli
can dollars, a new lease on life. Only a 
vast ·array of postwar gifts from America 
enabled that government to · stagger 
through one costly dose of Marxism after 
another. Already one-fifth of her total 
economy is nationalized, and the noose 
of nationalization draws ever tighter 
about what remains of the British free
enterprise system. 

· It is not at all surprising that the So
cialists emerged victorious last Febru
ary. Indeed, what is surprising is that 
the Conservatives made the showing they 
did. 

American dollars have served to cush
ion the British people from the severe 
privations which inevitably accompany 
the handout state. 

Socialist subsidies on food, made pos
sible by Marshall Plan dollars, enable 
British housewives to buy groceries for 
as little as one-fourth the price American 
housewives pay for the same items. 

The British pay 4 cents for a loaf of 
bread. They pay 21 cents for a pound of 
butter, 12 cents for a quart of milk. 
Compare that with the prices American 
housewives pay for these items. These 
cheaper British prices are possible only 
because the British Socialist Govern
ment makes up the difference with sub
sidies, and it has been able to do this 
only because of the munificent gifts of 
dollars from the American taxpayers. 

The British program of socialized 
medicine, which Oscar Ewing so fervidly 
admires, could not have been carried out 
without American aid. · 

Last fall, during the famous dollar 
talks in Washington, Mr. Eugene Black, 
president of the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, made 
some hard-hitting, if-the-shoe-fits re
marks. Mr. Black said in part~ 

It has been pretty well demonstrated, I 
think, that productive efficiency cannot be 
brought about merely through Govern
ment edict or exhortation. .• • -'· Since 

World War II many governments have . coµi
mitted themselves to extensive programs 
of social welfare. No one can dispute their 
right to follow this course, if they h ave the 
means to undertake it. Unfortunately, how
ever, it has become apparent that many 
countries cannot now afford ambitious pro
grams of social services. 

The London Economist on April 1, 
1950, made some pertinent observations 
about spending in Great Britain. It 
said: 

A wrong conception has grown up that 
the central budget is today so much larger 
than before the ·wa·r mainly because of the 
increased expenditure arising ·out of wars, 
past and prospective. This is not so. 

This category of expenditure, in which . 
war pensions and interest on the national 
debt are included, is today just about the 
same proportion of the national income as 
before the war. It is the social expenditure 
which has enlarged so much that it is now 
17.5 percent of the national income compared 
with about 10 percent in the 1930's. It is, 
therefore, social rather than defense spend
ing which dominates the budget. 

The British Socialist Government has 
nationalized 10 important basic indus
tries. Without American aid; this so
cialization process would have bank-

. rupted the British economy. More than 
$"500,000,000 worth of Marshall plan 
counterpart funds have been used to re
duce the British national debt, swollen by 
the purchase, with Government bonds, of 
nationalized industries. · 

Most of the industries which the So
cialist Government have taken over are 
operating in the red-deep in the red. 

According to Wil1Ston Churchill: · 
Every major industry which the Socialists 

have nationalized, without exception, has 
passed from the profitable or self-supporting 
side of our national balance-sheet to the loss
making debit side. • * * All nationalized 
industries, I assert, have ceased to be services 
and assets to the public and become instead . 
burdens upon it. 

The collective total of the losses to 
date of nationa:lized industries amounts 
to some 75,000,000 pounds sterling, or 
$210,000,000, based on the current ex
change rate. 

During the last 3 years the Govern
ment-·owned civil airways lost nearly 
$90,000,000. 

The Government-owned transport 
system has been steadily losing money 

. at the rate of $1,500,000 every week. 
Part of the losses of these socialized in
dustries have been covered by short-term 
borrowing, which, of course, also in
creases the British national debt. 

On May 18, 1949, Sir Stafford Cripps, 
British Chancelor of the Exchequer, told 
the House of Commons: -

The honorable member talks about na
tionalization at a loss. It is quite a false 
conception to consider that it is necessary 
to make a profit. out of any industry. except 
under a capitalist system. 

We may remind you, Si;r Stafford, that 
none of your socialized industries need 
operate at a profit as long as the Ameri
can free-enterprise system underwrites 
your h_eavy losses. 

Vast quantities of Marshall-plan raw 
materials and machinery have been 
given to the British Socialist Govern
ment for distribution to nationalized in
. dustries as it has seen fit. During the 
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period April 3, 1948, through February 
28, 1950, more than $25,000,000 worth of 
ECA construction, mining, and convey
ing equipment was made available to the 
British Government, and much of this 
went to the nationalized coal industry. 
Large quantities of transportation equip
ment was also given to the Socialist gov
ernment for distribution to the socialized 
transport system. 

Last fall, Representative BOLTON of 
Ohio, a member of the House Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, made an on-the-spot. 
inspection of conditions in Britain and 
other countries of western Europe. 

Upon completion of her trip, Mrs. BOL
TON reported her findings to the House. 
She said, among other things: 

To a statement that I made to one group 
tell1ng that the American people were not 
particularly enthusiastic about further bol
stering England's socialistic government 
with American t axpayers' dollars, came the 
argument that the American dollars were not 
bolstering their Socialist government; that 
the American dollars which we are sending 
them are not being used to pay for the wel
fare services rendered by the government. 
"For that purpose we are using British 
pounds," they said. Whereupon, I retorted, 
"But if you did not have the American dollars 
to spend for your indispensables, could your 
pounds be put to use in developing or per
fecting your social-welfare and nationaliza-

. tion programs?" 

Mrs. BOLTON said: 
That question still remained unanswered 

when I crossed the Channel to France. 

Representative BOLTON also reported: 
From an intelllgent, earnest young So

cialist, leader of his party, I indeed received 
a severe shock. Our discussion was apropos 
the British economic problems. He declared 
boldly that American money must continue 
to come to England. Whereupon I said to 
him, "Do you realize what you have said? 
That you, a Socialist citizen of a Socialist 
country, expect to receive continuing support 
from us, a capitalist country?" Continuing, 
I told him, "If you expect that financial ac
tion from us in America, certainly we Ameri
cans are going to expect something in return 
of your people and of your government." 
B. BRITISH EDITOR: "STOP THE FLOW OF MONEY" 

Mr. President, free-enterprise, Mar
shall-plan dollars made possible the 
British Socialist binge, and they will con
tinue to be so used unless the Congress 
decides otherwise. Or, I may say, until 
Congress decides otherwise. 

On February 26, last, 3 days after the 
British election, an interesting editorial 
appeared in a leading British newspaper, 
the Scottish Sunday Express. The edi
tor, John Gordon, wrote: 

It was the people of the United States 
who were really responsible for the very 
large vote given to socialism, little as they 
desire it. 

For they provided the money that enabled 
the Socialists to hide the full extent of their 
incompetence. It was the loans and the 
Marshall aid they poured out that sustained 
the Socialists in office. 

That pouring out of money was perhaps 
the most moving gesture by one people to 
another in all the history of man. 

For the impulse that moved the Ameri
cans to do it, for the scale of generosity on 
which it was done, we can never thank them 
adequately. 

But it was a terribly wrong decision from 
our point of view. •. • • 

·In fact, all they (the socialists) did was 
to use America's money for the building 
up of socialism, instead of for the building 
up of Britain, for which it was given. 

So, to socialism-fearing Americans, who 
wonder why it is that Britain has been duped 
into socialism, I would make this reply: 
"Don't blame us, blame yourselves. For you 
did it. 

"You did it after full and grave warning 
of what the consequence would be. For 70 
members of Parliament and a strong force 
of peers foretold in debate the inevitable 
future, and cautioned you to hold your 
generous hand. 

"What they said then should be reprinted 
now and spread across your Continent in 
order that greater knowledge and wise 
guidance should be available to your gener
ous Nation on that soon-to-come day when 
the decision to continue or stop the flow of 
dollars must again be taken. 

"When that day comes, if you wish to 
make amends and save Britain and the 
world as well, my advice to you is: 'Stop 
the flow of money. Give Britain a chance 
to stand on her own feet.' " 

Now that our dollars have enabled 
the Socialist Government to continue in 
power, we must assume that the Social
ists will carry out their plans to liquidate 
what remains of the British free enter
prise system. The all-important iron 
and steel industry will be nationalized 
on January 1, 1951, pursuant to a law 
enacted last year. And as one of the 
Socialist members of Parliament said: 

Once we have nationalized steel we shall 
have broken the back of capitalist control 
of industry in Great Britain and its domi
nation forever. If that happens, whatever 
party ls in power, we shall be a Socialist 
state. 

Prime Minister Attlee on March 6, last, 
dispelled any.doubts that his government 
planned to proceed with the socialization 
of the iron and steel industry. In re
sponse to a question from a member of 
Parliament as to his government's Posi
tion on the Iron and Steel Act, Mr. Attlee 
declared: . . 

That statute is on the statute book and 
our purpose ls to give effect to acts passed 
by Parliament. 

The Socialists also plan to seize the 
sugar industry, the cement industry, 
water works, wholesale meat, fruit, and 
vegetable markets, slaughter houses, all 
suitable mineral depasits, and industrial 
insurance. 

C. SOCIALISTS ARE NOT SOFT-PEDALING 
SOCIALIZATION PROGRAM 

There has been some speculation that 
because of the reduced majority of the 
Socialists in the House of Commons, the 
Socialist Government might soft-pedal 
its socialization program. Here 1s what 
Mr. Attlee had to say about that on 
March 6: 

We shall, therefore, continue to admin
ister the affairs of the country in the same 
spirit and on the same principles as we 
have done during the last 4Y:z years. 

In other words, Mr. President, the 
present Government of Great Britain 
does not intend to change a bit. 

The Socialist government also has 
made it clear that it will not hesitate to 
submit proposals for additional seizure of 
industries if it decides they are "neces
sary" for the "national well-being,'' "even 

though they may seem likely to prove 
contentious." 

There can be no doubt then that the 
Socialists plan to proceed with their na
tionalization program. And it will be 

. made possible by the dollars of the 
American taxpayers unless and until the 
Congress decides otherwise. 

The Marxist leaders of Russia have 
made no secret of the fact that they hope 
to force the United States to spend itself 
into destruction. Could it be that the 
Marxist leaders of Britain have no ob
jection to this? Could they be trying to 
pump our Treasury dry? 

The British Socialist Government has 
spent nearly $50,000 on advertising in 
the financially hard-pressed London 
Daily Worker, the Communist Party-line 
newspaper. This has been paid out while 
the British Treasury was being supplied 
with Marshall plan dollars from America. 

Since the end of World War II the 
British Socialist Government has re
ceived more than $7,000,000,000 in gifts 
from the American taxpayers. As fast 
as· dollars were shoveled across the At
lantic Britain's Socialists . called for 
more. 

But it seems these generous gifts only 
serve to whet the appetite of the So
cialists for more of our dollars. Like 
"the man who came to dinner," the Brit- · 
ish Socialists seem more and more reluc
tant tO wean themselves away from 
American subsidies. 

Now we learn of a new give-away 
scheme being planned by the British So
cialists and American bureaucrats. The 
British Socialist Government now wants 
the United States to pay off about 
$5,000,000,000 of British debts owed by 
Britain to other foreign countries, prin
cipally India, Pakistan, and Egypt. 

It is a slick plan. It does not call for 
the United States to turn over the dol
lars directly to Britain for payment of 
her debts. The British Socialists and 
Washington bureaucrats are afraid that 
might not be popular with the American 
people or the Congress. Instead, the 
United States would hand out large gifts 
of money to Britain's creditors in Asia. 
Then in an "entirely separate transac
tion," so they say, the countries receiving 
the hand-outs would wipe out the British 
debt. So we see there are more ways 
than one to skin a cat. The British know 
by experience there are more ways than 
one to skin Uncle Sam. 

If Britain would put her affairs in 
order-if she would call a halt to her ex
periments in socialism-she would not 
need such large grants of aid from 
America. 
III. ECA HAS FINANCED FRENCH EXPERIMENTS IN 

SOCIALISM 

There is another of the Marshall-plan 
countries far down the highway toward 
a Marxist state. I ref er to France. 

Twenty-three of her industries have 
been nationalized, approximately 40 per
cent of her total economy. 

Most of the nationalized industries in 
France like those in Britain, are operat
ing at a considerable loss. These losses 
have served to swell the French national 
debt. And, here again, as in the case of 
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Britain, the ECA came t-o the rescue, per
mitting the French Government to ap
ply 45,000,000,000 francs· of Marshall plan 
counterpart funds-$130,500,000 worth
to reducing the French national debt. 

In addition, ECA has permitted 320,-
000,000,000 francs of Marshall plan 
counterpart funds-$608,000,000 worth
to be applied .to promoting production. 
Much of this assistance went to the 
French socialized industries, including 
the mining, gas, and electricity indus
tries, and the railroads. 

Furthermore, large quantities of ECA 
machinery and equipment of all types 
was given to the French Government for 
distribution to its socialized industries. 
For example, $32,800,000 worth of elec
trical apparatus, including generators 
ana motors, was made available to the 
nationalized electricity industry. 
IV. AMENDMENT WOULD NOT INTERFERE IN 

INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF MARSHALL-PLAN COUN• 
TRIBS 

Mr. President, it has been said that 
the adoption of this amendment would 
constitute an unusual or unwarranted 
interference in the internal affairs of 
another country. This argument is as 
full of holes as Mr. Hoffman has bureau
crats on his pay roll. 

In the first place, the amendment is 
not a directive to any country to do any
thing. Britain or France or any other 
Marshall-plan country would still be free 
to socialize just as many industries as 
they desired. But the amendment 
would prevent their using American 
dollars to do it. 

Furthermore, the ECA Act authorizes 
the Administrator to place all sorts of 
conditions on the aid he distributes. 
Mr. Hoffman himself has testified that 
he has not hesitated to establish those 
conditions which wo~ld . permit re.covery. 
A. :UNITED STA,TES HAS INTERFERED DIRECTLY IN 

INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF GREECE AND KOREA 

Twq glaring examples .of United States 
interference in the internal affairs of 
other countries occurred only quite re
cently . . I refer to the cases bf ·Greece 
and K9rea. 

On March 31, last, United States Am
bassador to Greece, Henry F. Grady, sent 
a letter to the Premier of Greece relative 
to American assistance. Mr. Grady laid 
down stringent, detailed, and exacting 
conditions which the Greek Government 
must either fulfill-or American aid will 
be shut off. 

Mr. Grady wrote: 
The American people • • are en-

titled to expect, and do expect, that any 
Greek Government which hopes to continue 
to receive the aid which they have generously 
offered, will utilize this assistance to the 
fullest degree. 

In my opinion, only a stable and efficient 
government supported by the people and by 
Parliament will be able to act with the cour
age and the firmness of long-term policy 
which are essential to the wise use of the aid 
offered by the America,n people. Irrespon• 
sible talk of adjourning Parliament or of new 
elections before the new Parliament has had 
an opportunity to rise to its responsibility, 
can only create a climate of political and eco
nomic uncertainty which may do grave 
damage to the country's future. • • • 

The chief of the ECA mission to Greece 
and I are in complete accord that, pursuant 
to the obllgations imposed upon us by 

the Congress of the United States, we cannot 
conscientiously approve the commitment o:r 
American funds for contemplated new proj
ects until the Greek Government has made 
basic and binding decisions which will assure 
the success of the purposes for which the 
funds are intended. 

Foremost among these projects are those 
which contemplate the construction of four 
new electric power plants which would more 
than double the present generation of elec
tricity in Greece and Which would bring 
cheap electric power to many areas of G:reece 
for the first time. The desirability of these 
new plants is beyond question. They are the 
keystone to the further industrial and agri
cultural development of Greece. 

Mr. Grady then called upon the Greek 
Premier to adopt an "adequate financial 
plan." 
. An adequate financial plan .should include 

measures which will sharply curtail Govern
ment spending on current account, includ
ing the armed forces, in order to ·provide 
funds for caoital investment. 

The financial plan should est.ii.blish a ceil
ing on the debt which the Government may 
incur by borrowing from the Bank of Greece 
or by other means. No change in this debt 
ceiling should be possible without express 
aut hority of Parliam~nt. Subsidies should 
be curtailed. Government enterprises, such 
as the state-owned railways, which are a 
drain on the budget, and the Agricultural 
Bank, which incurs a deficit in spite of ex
cessive charges to farmers . for fertilizer and 
for loans, should be put on a self-supporting 
basis, while, at the same time, reducing costs 
to the users of their services. 

The tax system should be simplified and 
r.ationalized, and taxes due should be fully 
collected, to the end that Government reve
nues will be increased, the investment of
private capital will be encouraged, and soc,ial 
justice will result from each citizen paying 
his fair share of taxes. 

Mr. Grady then told the Greek Pre·
mier: 

A major improvement in Government. em-
. ciep.cy is essential to a . proper. administra
tion of the aid which is offered. The im
provement should include-the establishment 
of a Cabinet with a minimum of Govern
ment ministries, a greater decentralization 
of responsibiUty to nomarchs, and the en
actment of a civil-service code to replace the 
one recently declared iriva!id because it had 
not received parliamentary approval. 

In order to foster self:-help and local initia.." 
tive, it is advisable that elections -of local 
officials, which have not taken place for 14 
years, should be considered for the very near 
future. To administer whatever electric
power program that may be undertaken, a 
special · agency should be established, inde
pendent· of politics and with a tenure for its 
officials long enough to cover the period of 
construction and initial operation. 

The foregoing measures, which we regard 
as essential to the successful fulfillment of a 
major capital investment program, should, 
it seems to me, be proposed by the Greek 
Government to the Parliament at the earliest 
possible date. • 

It is in the hands of the Greek Govern
ment and the Greek Parliament to decide 
whether or not they wish to continue to 
receive American aid, and hence to accept 
the responsibilities which will attain its pur
pose. It is the obligation and intention of 
the American Government with regard to all 
Marshall-aid countries to decide whether or 
not the performance of the recipient Govern
ment, whether Greek or any other, ju_stifies 
a. continuance of the aid on the scale here
tof.ore contemplated. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that Ambassador Grady's letter be 

printed in the body of the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 
TEXT OF UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR HENRY F. 

GRADY'S LETTER TO THE PREMIBR OF GREECE 
ON AMERICAN ASSISTANCE 
ExcELLENCY: I feel obliged to bring to the 

attention of yourself, the new Parliament; . 
and the .Greek people the fact that a critical 
period has been reached in the recovery of 
Greece. 
. American aid was designed not only to 

help establish 'pe.ace, but to meet the basic 
needs of the people for food and clothing. 
It was intended also to create new produc
tive enterprises which, by employing more 
fully the willing labor of the people and the 
netural resources of the country, would im
p;rove tne lot of the people and would render 
Greece independent of foreign aid in the 
future. · 

The first two objectives, those of military 
security and relief from distress, have been 
attained. The physical reconstruction stage 
of Greek recovery has proceeded well. But 
th~ effort to make Greece self-sustaining and 
independent of foreign aid, to. develop a 
power program to establish new industries 
and to' improve agriculture, has hardly be-. 
gun. 
· This results partly from the tragic guerrllla 

war. But it should also be· frankly recog
ni:!ied that an important reason for the delay 
has been a less than satisfactory performance 
by the Greek Government in its conduct of 
economic affairs. Only ~7 months remain 1n 
which the Greek Gove):'nment ;nay take . ad
vantage of the American aid macte available 
through the Marshall plan. This short time 
permits no further delay. -

It seems to me self-evident that the Greek 
people are most anxious to improve their 
economic position, but that this can be ac
complished only _ by increasing the produ·c
tive capacity of the ~01.mtry. 

THE FREE ELECTION -
I believe that this desire for economic 

betterment was a paramount consideration ~· 
of ;tlie Greek people when on March 5· they 
~hose a new Parliament in free elections that 
won tile respect of the entire . democratic 
world. 

The , American representatives 1n Greece 
have scrupulously refrained from any at
tempt to influence.either the outcome of the .. 
election· or the formation· of a new Govern
ment based on this fresh mandate of the 
people. The American people, however, are 
entitled to expect, and do expect, that any 
Greek Government which hopes to continue 
to receive the aid which they have gener
ously offered, will utilize this assistance to 
the fullest degree. 

In my · opinion, only a stable and efficient 
government supported by the people and by 
Parliament will be able to act with the cou..r
age and the firmness of long-term policy 
which are essential to the wise use of the 
aid offered by the American people. Irre
sponsible talk of adjourning Parliament or 
of new elections before the new Parliament 
has had an opportunity to rise to its respon
sibility, can only create a climate of political 
and economic uncertainty which may do 
grave damage to the country's future. 

The undertaking of a program of large
scale investment, which must necessarily be 
compressed into a short period of time, will 
present many problems which can be solved 
only by a Government which has a consistent 
policy and which is prepared to act with 
great courage. · 

Temporary sacrifices must be made for the 
sake of future benefits. Many of these sacri
fices will be unpopular with local minorities, 
especially if the people are not convinced 
that the sacrifices are being equally shared. 
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If funds are to be available for financing an 
ambitious program of new electric power 
plants, new industries to provide employ
ment, and the irrigatio~ and improvement 
of the land, then rigorous economy in· other· 
Government expenditures will be essential. 

It will be necessary to continue the planned 
reduct ion of the armed forces, to curtail 
subsidies, and to make many other savings. 
I am confident that if the issues are properly 
presented to the people, they will readily 
choose new opportunities for employment in 
preference to special privileges which can 
only result in continuing budget deficits. 
Nevertheless, these will not be easy deci
sions, and only a Government which can 
secure and maintain public confidence by its 
boldness and by its devotion to the public 
interest can be expected to execute the re
construction stage of Greek recovery. We 
earnestly hope the. Greek Government will 
meet this challenge. 

BASIC ACTIONS NEEDED 

The chief of the ECA mission to Greece and 
I are in complete accord that, pursuant to 
the obligations imposed upon by the Con-: 
gress of the United States, we cannot con
scientiously approve the commitment of 
American funds for contemplated new proj
ects until the Greek Government h as made 
basic and binding decisions which will assure 
the success of the purposes for which the 
funds are intended. 

Foremost among these projects are those 
which contemplate the construction of four 
new electric power plants which would more 
than double the present generation of elec
tricity in Greece and which v10uld bring 
cheap electric power to many areas of Greece 
for the first time. The desirability of these 
new plants is beyond question. They are the 
keystone to the further industrial and agri
cultural development of Greece. 

When Mr. Potter was recently in Washing
ton, he received the approval of ECA head
quarters for the allotment of American aid 
necessary to their construction, subject to 
the judgment of the American mission here 
as to the financial capacity .of the Greek 
Government to embark on a program of this 
m agnitude. The hard truth, however, is that 
while the dollars and other foreign exchange 
needed for the electric power program are 
available, the Greek Government at t~e pres
ent time does not have the drachmae to pay 
the local costs of construction. The drach
mae which should be · available for this pur
pose are presently required to. meet the de-: 
fl.cit in the Government budget which re
sults from excessive spending. 

Whether or not all or some of the contem.: 
plated power. plants can be begun in time 
to take advantage of American .aid is a matter 
that depends solely upon decisions to be 
made by the Greek Government and the 
Greek Parliament within the next few weeks. 
The decisions which need to be made are of 
two kinds. The first are those which relate 
to the adoption of an adequate financial 
plan which the Government will follow. The 
second are those which should result in a 
wide and far-reaching improvement in Gov
ernment efficiency. 

FINANCIAL PLAN URGED 

All adequate financial plan should include 
measures which will sharply curtail Govern
ment spending on current account, including 
the armed forces, in order to provide funds 
for capital investment. 

The financial plan should establish a ceil
ing on the debt which the Government may 
incur by borrowing from the Bank of Greece 
or by other means. No change in this debt 
cemng should be possible without express 
authority of Parliament. Subsides should be 
curtailed. Government enterprises, such as 
the state-owned railways which are a drain 
on the budget, and the Agricultural Bank 
which incurs a deficit in spite of excessive 

charges to farmers for fert111zer and for loans, 
should be put on a self-supporting basis, 
while at the same time reducing costs to the 
users of their services. 

The tax system should be, simplified and 
rationalized, and taxes due should be fully 
collected, to the end that Government reve
nues will be increased, the investment of 
private capital will be encouraged and social 
justice will result from each citizen paying 
his fair share of taxes. 

A major improvement in Government efil.
ciency is essenti.al to a proper administration 
of the aid which is offered. The improve
ment should include the establishment of a 
cabinet with a minimum of Government 
ministries, a greater decentralization of re
sponsibility to nomarchs and the enactment 
of a civil.-service code to replace the one 
recently declared invalid because it had not 
received parliamentary approval. 

In order to foster self-help and local ini
tiative, it is advisable that elections of local 
officials, which have not taken place for 14 
years, should be considered for the very near 
future. To administer whatever electric 
power program that may be undertaken, a 
special agency should be established, inde
pendent of politics and with a tenure for its 
officials long enough to cover the period of 
construction and initial operation. 

FOR PARLIAMENTARY APPROVAL 

The foregoing measures, which we regard 
as essential to the successful fulfillment of a 
major capital investment program, should, 
it seems to me, be proposed by the Greek 
Government to the Parliament at the earliest 
possible date. 

The Parliament, of course, may modify, 
enact, or reject all measures proposed to it, 
in accordance with. what the deputies believe 
to be the will of the people. But we in the 
American missions regard parliamentary ap
proval of major recovery measures to be es
sential, not only as a v.alidation of the demo
cratic process of government but as an as
surance that the hard tasks of reconstruc
tion have the willing support of the sovereign 
Greek people. · 

It is in the hands of the Greek Government 
and the Greek Parliament to decide whether 
or not they. wish to continue to receive Amer
ican aid and hence to accept the responsi
bilities which will attain its purpose. It is 
the obligation and intention of the American 
Government with regard to all Marshall-aid 
countries to decide whether or not the peJ."
formance of the recipient Government, 
whether Greek or any other, justifies a con
tinuance of the .aid on the scale heretofore 
contemplated. 

I trust that this clear statement of the 
Ameri~an concern in the Greek recovery will 
receive the earnest consideration of the Greek 
people and their representatives and tb.at 
decisions to proceed boldly with an ambitious 
reconstruction effort will be taken quickly by 
the new Parliament. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances 
of my highest consideration. 

GRADY. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, on April 7, 
last, Secretary of State Acheson sent a 
strong note to the Korean Ambassador 
demanding action to halt inflation in 
Korea. 

Mr. Acheson said in part: 
The Secretary of State must inform His 

Excellency that unless the Korean Govern
ment is able to take satisfactory and effec
tive measures to .counter these inflationary 
forces, it will be necessary to reexamine, and 
perhaps to make adjustments in, the Eco
nomic Cooperation Administration's assist
ance program in Korea. • • • 

Of equal concern to this Government are 
the reported intentions of the Korean Gov
ernment, as proposed by the President of 

the Republic of Korea in a message to the 
National Assembly on March 31, to postpone 
the general elections from the coming May 
until sometime in November. The Secre
tary of State wishes to draw to His Excel
lency's attention the fact that United States 
aid, both military and economic, to the Re
public of Korea has been predicated upon 
the existence and growth of democratic in-

. stitutions within the republic. Free, popular. 
elections, in accordance with the constitu
tion and other basic laws of the republic, 
are the foundation of those democratic in
stitutions. 

The holding of the elections as scheduled 
and provided for by the basic laws of the 
Republic appears to t h is Government aE 
equally urgent with the t aking of necessary 
measures for the countering of the inflation
ary forces already discussed. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that Secretary of State Acheson's 
note be printed in the body of the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the note was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 
·TEXT OF SECRETARY OF ST>\TE DEAN ACHESON'S 

NOTE TO THE KOREAN AMBASSADOR REQUEST
ING ACTION To HALT INFLATION IN KOREA 

The Secretary of Stlj.te wishes to t ake this 
opportunity to express to His Excellency the 
Ambassador of the Republic of Korea, prior 
to the latter's return to Seoul, the deep con
cern of this Government over the mounting 
infiation in Korea. The Secretary of Stat e 
wishes His Excellency to convey to the Presi
d ent of the Republic of Korea the view of 
this Government that the communication of 
March 4, 1950, from the 'Korean Prime Min
ister to the chief of the economic coopera
tion mission in Korea, in which the view was 
expressed that there is no serious problem 
of inflation in Korea, but rather a t hreat of 
defiation, indicates a lack of comprehension 
on the part of the Korean Government of 
the seriousness of the problem and an un
willingness. to take the drastic measures re
quired to curb the growing infiation. 

It is the judgment of this Government 
that the financial situation in Korea has 
already reached critical proportions, and that 
unless this progressive infiation is curbed in 
the none too distant future, it cannot but 
seriously impair Korea's ability to utilize 
effectively the economic assistance provided 
by · the Ecbnomrc Cooperation Administra
tion. · 

BUDGET LIMITS IGNORED 

Government expenditures have been vast
ly expanded by bank overdrafts without 
reference to limits set by an approved 
budget. Tax collections have not been in
creased, aid goods have been underpriced, 
and governmental subsidies have been 
expanded. The dangerous practice of vol
untary contributions has been used as an 
inefficient substitute for a sound ta.xation 
system. These, uneconomic practices have, 
in turn, served to expand the currency in 
circulation, unbalance the Korean national 
budget, and cause a sharp rise in wholesale 
and retail prices, thereby · strengthening the 
growing forces of infiation. 

The Secretary of State must inform His 
Excellency that unless the Korean Govern
ment is able to take satisfactory and effec
tive measures to counter these infiationary 
forces, it will be necessary to reexamine, and 
perhaps to make adjustments in, the Eco
nomic Cooperation Administration's assist
ance program in Korea. 

The Secretary of State wishes to inform 
His Excellency in this connection that the 
American Ambassador in Seoul is being re
called · for consultation within the-next few 
days regarding the critical problems arising 
out of .the growing inflation in Korea. 
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ELECTION MOVE NOTED · 

Of ·equal concern to this ·Government· are 
the reported intentions of the Korean Gov
ernment, as proposed by the President of 
the Republic of Korea in. a message to the 
National Assembly on March 31, to postpone 
the general elections from the coming May 
until sometime in November. The Secretary 
of State wishes to draw to His Excellency's 
attention the fact that United States aid, 
both military and E_?conomic, to the Republic 
of Korea has been predicated upon the 
existence and growth of democratic institu
tions within the Republic. Free popular 
elections, in accordance with the constitu
~ion and other basic laws of the Republic, 
are the foundation of those democratic 
institutions. 

The holding of the elections as scheduled 
and provided for by the basic. laws of the 
Republic appears to this Government as 
equally urgent with the taking of nece::isary 
measures for the countering of the inflation
ary forces already discussed. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I now wish 
to set forth what the American people 
are entitled to expect and do expect. 
B. AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE ENTITLED TO EXPECT

AND DO EXPECT-THAT MARSHALL-PLAN GOV• 
ERNMENTS WILL UTILIZE ASSISTANCE TO THE 
FULLEST DEGREE 

Mr. President, I do not condemn the 
actions of our Department of State in 
either the case of Greece or Korea. But, 
as the junior Senator from California 
[Mr. KNOWLAND] said the other day, it 
is difficult to square the positior_ taken by 
the administration in objecting strena
ously to having any restraints or restric
tions written into the ECA Act by the 
Congress, on the ground that to do so 
might impinge upon the sovereignty of 
such nations, with its own actions in 
Greece and Korea in laying down the 
law-namely, that if certain things are 
not done by the countries, including the 
holding of elections, ECA funds will be 
withheld. 

I agree with Ambassador Grady that
The American people • · • are en

titled to expect, and do expect, that any 
Greek government which hopes to continue 
to receive the aid which they have so gen
erously offered will utilize this assistance to 
the fullest degree. 

Mr. President, the AmeriCan people 
are entitled to expect, and do expect, 
that the governments of any and · all 
Marshall-plan countries which hope to 
continue to receive the aid they have 
offered will utilize this assistance to the 
fullest degree. 
C. AMENDMENT WOULD PROTECT AMERICAN TAX· 

PAYERS FROM FURTHER MISUSE OF THEIR GIFTS 
BY SOCIALISTIC GOVERNMENTS 

Mr. Hoffman has admitted that Eu
rope's experiments with socialism are 
slowing down recovery there. He has 
said, "Socialism will slow down the [pro
duction] process." 

He has also expressed the belief that 
private enterprise will produce more for 
less and will serve the people better. 

This is borne out by what has hap
pened in Britain under Sir Stafford 
Cripps' democratic planning, As Win
ston Churchill put it: 

Socialism, with its vast network of regu
lations and restrictions and its incompe
tent planning and purchasing by Whitehall 
officials, is proving itself every day to be a 
dangerous and costly fallacy, 

·· Even the Socialists are beginning to 
wonder why it is that free:..enterprise 
America should be able to produce so 
much while British workers have to de
pend upon American aid to maintain 
their standard of living nearly 5 years 
after the end of the wair. 

The answer is not difficult. Another 
member of Parliament has summed it 
up as follows: 
. Working for a great central machine has 
never appealed to people, and it is unlikely 
to do so. State monopoly brings into being 
a machine so cumbersome that lt cannot 
be controlled. The machine becomes the 
master. When industrial organizations are 
taken off the rails of private enterprise and 
ber_eft of their motivating forces of compe
tition and profit, all sense of purpose and 
direction appears to be lost. 

The whole conception of state ownership 
and control is a feeble attempt to meet a 
twentieth-century problem with an out
moded nineteenth-century remedy. 

As a Socialist government nationalizes 
more and more industries, the ratio of 
government liureaucrats to productive 
workers steadily increases. · These ad
ministrative parasites only serve to add 
to the general frustration and disillu
sionment among the workers in the in
dustries. 

The nationalized coal industry of Great 
Britain is a good example. Since it was 
socialized in 1947, 6,000 worlters have 
been added to. the administrative, · non
productive staff, an increase of 27 per
cent. Output per miner has decreased 
6.2 percent. Absenteeism has doubled, 
and strikes have tripled, as compared 
with prewar. 

The deficit for 1947 and 1948 of the 
nationalized coal industry amounted to 
$86,800,000 as compared with a prewar-
1938-profit of $54,000,000 under private 
ownership and operation. 

Mr. Hoffman has stated that he has a 
clear duty to protest any Government 
action that in any way slows down re
covery. 

The amendment now being consid
ered would protect the American tax
payer from the use of American dollars 
by Socialist governments in a way that 
is "slowing down recovery'' in Europe. 
V. CAN EUROPE AFFORD ANYTHING BUT FREE 

ENTERPRISE? 

Mr. President, recently William Henry 
Chamberlin, noted writer and editor, re
turned from a 3 months' visit to Europe, 
.where he went to study conditions on the 
spot. 

Mr. Chamberlin, in an editorial in the 
Saturday Evening Post, reported: 

It is a pet idea of leftist advanced thinkers 
on both sides of the Atlantic that Europe, 
being poor, cannot "afford" free enterprise. 
That sort of thing, the argument runs, is a 
luxury possible for rich America. Poor coun
tries can make both ends meet only by em
ploying hordes of bureaucrats to think out 
new ways of putting production into strait
jackets. 

There is one contradiction in this theory 
which these advanced thinkers never explain. 
How does it happen that free, or capitalist, 
America with its supposedly wasteful sys
tem not only maintains the world's highest 
standard of living for its own people but 
contrives to subsidize the scientific collecti• 
vist economies of Europe? 

Is it just possible that freedom offers some 
of the decisive answers in economics as well 
as in pol1tic15? 

Mr. Chamberlin then said: 
. I found visi:t>ie. p~osperity in proportion to 
the degree of freedom _from state control. 

Belgium is exhibit A for this proposition. 
Of all the nations involved in the war, Bel
gium has given the -freest rein to the profit 
motive . . Rationing is a distant unhappy 
memory; taxes are moderate; there is a 
m.lnimum of plann.ing. 

The missing dynamo in the British indus.: 
trial machine is the absence of incentives to 
work hard a.nd efficiently. E.veryone is 
assured an extremely low, sub-WPA stand
ard of living through full, or overfull, em
ployment, cradle-to-grave "security,'' and 
subsidies to _keep down the prices of ra
tioned foQdsi;ufis. But because of the back
breaking taxes and the thOUS3.nd restric
tions on private initiative, no one has much 
inducement to rise above this low average. 

Moreover, the ECA effort to promote closer 
economic union is foundering on the rock of 
Socialist planned economy. 

That clm:er union in which farsighted 
Europeans of all nationalities see the salva
tion of the old continent can only be a union 
of free economies. The question . is not 
whether Europe can afford free enterprise. 
The question is whether it can afford any-
thing else. . 

VI. IT IS UNWISE TO ENCOURAGE UNIFICATION OF 

EUROPE'S SOCIALISTIC, PLANNED ECONOMIES 

Mr. President, we are told that one of 
the objectives of the Marshall plan is to 
~ncourage the _economic unification of 
Europe. If this is one of the objectives 
very littl~ pr.ogress has been made thu~ 
far. To date Mr. :a:oirman h:;i.& made 
very little progress on this score, How
ever, he has made it known that he in
tends to take vigorous steps to further 
economic integration in the ·months 
ahead. 

The question arises, will it be to the 
best interests of European recovery, will 
it be to the best interests of our Ameri
can economy, to encourage the integra
tion of the socialistic, planned economies 
which exist in so many of the Marshall
plan countries? Is it wise to encourage 
the unification of the cartels and monop
olies which now exist in individual coun
tries into g~ant ~uropean cartels and 
monopolies? I, myself, cannot help but 
have grave doubts in regard to the wis
dom of such a course. In that event 
instead of having one great government 
cartel engaged in the iron and steel in
dustry in Great Britain, would it not be 
possible that a giant cartel would cover 
all of western Europe, and that the 
American producerE of iron and steel 
and the American workers engaged in 
those industries would be in competition 
with such a cartel and with workers em
ployed under such conditions? 

One of Europe's foremost economists 
Dr. Wilhelm Roepke, now associated with 
the Graduate Institute of International 
Studies at the · University of Geneva 
Switzerland, has said: ' 

It is a bit of irony that the Marshall plan, 
which should have pulled western Europe 
out of the muck of collectivistic nationalistic 
economic policy, has threatened to create a 
new collectivism on a superstate level. The 
way things are today, everything seems to 
indicate that the Marshall plan will achieve 
the exact opposite to what most of its Amer
ican creators and clear-seeing Europeans h~ 
originally expected, 
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That is not the loose talk of an idle 

thinker. Those are the words of cine of 
the greatest economists of Europe, a man 
with a w·orld-wide reputation, who must 
weigh his words before he speaks. 
VII. UNFAIR FOREIGN COMPETITION CR.EATED BY 

MARSHALL PLAN HAS NOW RETURNED TO 
PLAGUE US 

When the proposal to adopt the Mar
shall plan first came before the Senate 
early in 1948, this question was raised 
during ~he course of the debate: 

Assuming that the 16 recipient countries 
are able to increase production sufficiently 
to meet the requirements of the plan, will 
there be world markets for the contemplated 
exports? 

It was stated further at that time: 
In order for her exports to balance her im

ports by 1952, it is necessary for western Eu
rope to expand her export volume far above 
prewar levels, due to reduced foreign invest
ments, higher prices of imports, and in
creased population. 

There seems little possibility that western 
Europe can find markets for the industrial 
products ·she will have to offer. 

Mr. President, we are told that indus
trial production in western Europe is 
now well above the prewar level. Ac
cording to ECA Administrator Hoffman, 
"industrial production has not merely 
been lifted to the prewar level, but stands 
2Q percent above it." 

But. in spite of this increase in pro-
- duction the so-called dollar'."gap prob

lem is still with us. Our American tax
payers are told they must contribute ap
proximately $3,000,000,000 to bridge this 
gap between western Europe's imports 
and her exports. 

One factor contributing heavily to the 
continuation of the dollar gap, in spite 
of nearly $10,000,000,000 of Marshall
plan aid already extended, is the lack of 
markets for the products being turned 
out by western Europe's factories. So 
now western Europe, with the blessing of 
the Administmtion, has begun dumping 
her products on the American market. 
A. UNDER THE HOFFMAN PLAN, THE AMERICAN 

PEOPLE WILL PAY TILL IT HURTS--AND THEN 
KEEP ON PAYING 

ECA Administrator Hoffman, in his 
statement on February 21, 1950, before a 
joint meeting of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations and the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, said: "We 
must sell less to and buy more from 
Europe." He wants American producers 
to give up part of their overseas business 
and forfeit part of their markets here at 
home to foreign producers. 

Mr. Hoffman admitted that this new 
competition would create problems. 
Some American industries would be 
driven out of business, a large number 
of American workers would be thrown 
out of work. And how does Mr. Hoff
man propose to meet this situation? He 
said: "If there must be some relief in 
this situation, I suggest that it be given 
directly." He apparently wants our tax
payers to subsidize American industries 
paralyzed by foreign competition--com
petition which has been brought into be
ing and built up by the dollars that the 
same American taxpayers sent abroad in 
the form of foreign aid. 

Under the Hoffman plan the Ameri
can people will pay until it hurts-and 
will then keep on paying after it hurts. 
B. COMPETITION WITH SOCIALISTIC CARTELS AND 

MONOPOLIES IS UNFAIR COMPETITION 

The most distressing aspect of this 
situation is the fact that much of the 
competition which is being built up by 
American dollars is unfair competition. 
American businessmen and workingmen 
pride themselves on being able to meet 
fair competition, anYWhere, any time. 
They have been able to do so in the past, 
and they can do it now. All they ask 
is an even break. 

But competition with the vast socialis
tic monopolies and cartels being built up 
with Marshall-plan dollars is not fair 
competition. These government-owned 
and operated industries have definite ad
vantages when competing with private 
industry.· They do not have to pay 
taxes. Their government owner stands 
ready to subsidize their losses, and they 
have a monopoly of their home mar
kets. These advantages enable them to 
carry on dumping operations in other 
countries, including the United States. 

This unfair foreign competition, built 
up by dollars taken from the American 
taxpayers: has already caused a great 
many American workers to lose their 
jobs. 

According to the Bureau of the Census, 
there are now more than 3,500,000 Amer
ican workers unemployed. The Depart
ment of Labor of the State of Missouri 
told me recently that during the 5-
month period ending March 1, last, 
more than 160,000 workers in Missouri 
filed unemployment insurance claims for 
the first time. 

Mr. President, I shall not undertake 
to review any great number of American 
industries with the idea of examining 
the effect of what is going on upon their 
prosperity, but I shall refer to two or 
three of them. 

C, THE WATCH-AND-CLOCK INDUSTRY 

The American watch-and-clock-mak
ing industry has been hit particularly 
hard by unfair foreign competition. The 
distressing case of Waltham Watch, now 
closed down, is all too familiar. Wal
tham Watch "went under" despite a loan 
of some $6,000,000 from the Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation. 

As a result of the closing of the Wal
tham plant, some 1,200 skilled workers 
were thrown out of employment. 
Whil~ this is happening in this coun

try, ECA is helping to develop Britain's 
watch-and-clock industry. 

I wonder whether the workers of the 
Waltham Watch Co. who have been 
thrown out of employment happen to 
have seen the January 1950 issue of the 
British .magazine Soundings, which con-
tains this statement: · 
MARSHALL Arn Is . PROVIDING NEW JOBS FOR 

BRITISH WORKERS 

The ECA has granted to the General Time 
Instruments Corp., of New York City, a $1,-
000,000 currency convertibility guaranty to 
cover the operations of its British subsidi
ary, Westclox, Ltd. 

Westclox has set up a new plant in the 
Strathleven Industrial Estates, near Glas
gow. The Marshall plan is developing the 
United Kingdom's watch-and-clock industry 

and creating jobs in one of Scotland's eco
nomic problem areas. Strathleven has been 
converted from a country estate into a gov
ernment-sponsored development scheme to 
draw light industries into an area domi
nated by the heavy engineering, coal mining, _ 
and shipbuilding industries centers on the 
Clyde River. These have created periodic 
unemployment problems in the past and do 
not give opportunities for workers with spe
cial light-industry skill. 

Westclox now employs some 250 persons, 
who can make 400,000 clocks a year. Plans 
are being made for watch production, and 
by 1951 the plant will have 350 workers 
running out an estimated 500,000 "alarum" 
clocks and 50,000 pocket watches annually. 

Westclox is helping to break new eco
nomic ground in Britain. Before the war 
the U. K. imported most of its watches and 
clocks, many of them from the American 
and Canadian plants of General Time Corp. 

Mr. President, I emphasize the sen
tence: 

Before the war the United Kingdom im
ported most of its watches and clocks, many 
of them from the American and Canad.tan 
plants of General Time Corp. 

The quotation continues: 
But the new Scottish plant is already 

producing more than the parent company 
used to send to Britain. 

Here we have a specific example of 
watch-making companies going bank
rupt here at home while American peo
ple are furnishing aid to build up simi
lar industries in Britain, whose prod
ucts are rapidly taking over the market 
which our producers formerly enjoyed. 

Furthermore, the British Socialist 
Government is giving direct subsidies to 
its watch-and-clock industry. Accord
ing to the January 16, 1950, issue of For
eign Commerce Weekly, an official De
partment of Commerce publication, sub
sidies paid by the British Socialist Gov
ernment to the watch-and-clock indus
try during the period July 1, 1946, 
through June 30, 1949, were as follows: 
$310,000 in 1946-47, $730,000 in 1947-48, 
and $590,000 in 1948-49. 

The British Socialist Government, it so 
happens, is placing great emphasis on 
increasing exports of timepieces. Ac
cording to our Department of Commerce, 
each British manufacturer is assigned 
an individual export quota, and is al
located scarce materials in ratio to his 
success in meeting his quota. To meet 
foreign competition and achieve export 
goals, some manufacturers have reduced 
export prices below cost. 

The Department of Commerce admits 
that this competition is likely to be felt 
by the United States clock industry, 

Here is additional enlightening infor-
mation: · 

An agreement was signed March 12, 1946, 
under which the Swiss • • • agreed to 
make available, on a rental basis and under 
certain conditions, the special machines 
which the British needed. • • • The 
Swiss also agreed to furnish to the British 
jewel bearings and certain watch parts. 
The British established acceptable import 
quotas for Swiss watches and movements at 
increased maximum prices. 

Wages paid workers in the British -
watch industry average 30 cents an hour. 
A considerable number of youths are em
ployed at a starting wage of 22 cents an 
hour. These rates are less than half 
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those paid to American workers. Of 
course, British workers are able to make 
a living on these lower wages because 
costs of food are fower in Britain than in 
America, due to the food subsidies made 
possible by Marshall-plan aid. 

Here, then, is what American watch 
and cloclc producers are up against: 
· First. Under the Marshall plan, aid is 
being extended to rehabilitate and ex
pand the watch-and-clock industry in 
Britain. 

Second. The British Socialist Govern
ment is making generous, direct subsi
dies to the watch industry there, so that 
manufacturers are able to reduce export 
prices below cost. These subsidies are 
made possible by Marshall-plan aid. 

Third. The British have a discrimina
tory bilateral agreement with Switzer
land relative to production and imports 
of watches and parts. 

Fourth. The British workers receive 
less than half the wages paid American 
workers, which greatly aids the British 
manufacturer to turn out a low-cost in
strument. The British Socialist Gov
ernment, ·in tum, subsidtzes-f ood costs. 
These subsidies, too, are made possible 
by Marshall-plan aid. 

Is it any wonder, then, that the British 
are so rapidly taking over markets for
merly belonging to American producers? 

D. THE BICYCLE INDUSTRY 

Recently a representative of our bi
cycle industry told me that unfair for
eign competition-largely from Great 
Britain-threatened to drive his industry 
out of business. 

The American bicycle industry is par
ticularly vulnerable to British competi
tion. The British Socialist Government, 
I am informed, grants special benefits 
and subsidies to the bicycle industry 
there, all to the end that they may ship 
British bicycles into our markets at 
prices which are below the actual cost of 
production of American bicycles. 

Foreign manufacturers, with far 
greater production, lower labor rates, and 
various types of subsidies have prac
tically preempted all foreign markets. 
Now they are moving in on the American 
domestic market. 

On January 16, 1949, F. E. Ahern, 
attache at the American Embassy in 
London, submitted a report to the De
partment of State on British bicycle pro
duction. This report quotes Mr. George 
Wilson, managing director of Raleigh 
Industries, Ltd., one of the largest 
British manufacturers of bicycles as say
ing: 

Reduction in our prices in the United 
States resulted in a substantial increase in 
orders to our Boston plant. This means 
doubling our business in America during the 
coming year. 

American bicycle manufacturers have 
no desire to exclude foreign bicycles from 
the United States market. They are de
manding that they be permitted to com
pete for this business on a fair basis and 
not with products subsidized by foreign 
governments and further supported by 
grants of money from our own Treasury, 

E. THE LUMBER INDUSTRY 

Dant & Russell, Inc., an important 
lumber firm operating ·in Washington 
and Oregon, recently wrote me saying: 

The way ECA is operating means that we 
are financing the bu siness of every country 
in the world except t he United States. Every 
year more of our people are becoming un
employed while the countries we are helping 
have full employment. 

F. THE A!RCRAFT INPUSTRY 

Let us refer briefly to the aircraft in
dustry for another example of how 
American dollars are being used to build 
up unfair competition abroad. 

The ECA program authorization for 
aircraft engines and parts for the period 
April 3, 1948, through February 28, 1950, 
is shown on a table which I have here. 
I ask unanimous consent that the table 
be printed in the RECORD at this point in 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the table was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

ECA procurement authorization for air
craft, engines, and part s for the period April 
3, 1948, through February 28, 1950, reads as 
follows: 
France----------------------- $37,600,000 
Italy------------------------- 4,500,000 
Netherlands- ------------------ 28,700,000 
Belgium-Luxemburg---------- 2, 900, 000 
Greece----------------------- 900,000 
Denmark--------------------- 800, 000 
Norway ---------------------- 900, 000 
Sweden ---------------------- 500, 000 

Total ___________________ 76, 800,000 

. Mr. KEM. Each of the countries re
ceiving these gifts of aircraft, many of 
them of the latest type, in addition to 
engines and other parts, has a govern
ment-owned air-line monopoly. 

These air lines are all nationalized, 
and are competing directly with Ameri
can industry. 

I have previously called to the Sen
ate's attention the fact that American 
Airlines, Inc., decided to dispose of its 
interest in an American overseas opera
tion because of difficulty in securing risk 
C3,pital on reasonable terms. While this 
is going on, its direct competitor, the 
British Government, is being financed by 
the ECA. 
G. THE JOB OF EVERY AMERICAN WORKER IS 

JEOPARDIZED BY GROWTH OF DOLLAR-BUILT 
SOCIALIST CARTELS ABROAD 

Mr. President, these are only a few of 
many similar examples that could be 
cited. They are conclusive evidence that 

_unfair competition from abroad gravely 
threatens our American economy. Un
fortunately, the worst is yet to come, un-
less the Congress acts. _ 

As I mentioned earlier in my remarks, 
the Socialist Government of Brit ain is 
scheduled to take over the iron and steel 
industry only 8 months from now. 
Nearly half of Britain's exports are 
largely based on steel. If the steel in
dustry is turned into a vast Government
owned monopoly, it will be a giant sword 
of Damocles over the American economy. 
The British Socialist Government will be 
in a position to dump products on Ameri-

-can foreign and domestic mCLrkets on an 
unprecedented scale, drive more of our 
industries out of business, and throw 
more mi1lions of American workers out 
of employment. Unless the Congress de
cides otherwise, all this will be done at 
the expense of the American taxpayers. 

The use of American dollars to finance 
experiments in socialism abroad affects 

the well-being of ·both the people of 
America and the people of the countries 
we are trying to aid. 

The job of every American worker is 
jeopardized by Socialist cartels abroad. 
I cannot justify paying heavily for the 
privilege. 

I hope the Senate will adopt the 
amendment. 
MEeSAGE FROM THE HOUSE-ENROLLED 

BILLS SIGNED 

A_ message from the House -of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

S. 277. An act to enhance further the se-

~~:~i~s;;es th;f ~~:~~~~i~~es c~Jc!~~egnti~: 
cryptographic systems and the communica
tion intelligence activities of the United 
States; 

S. 621. An act for the relief of Horace J: 
Fenton; 

S. 2590. An act to amend section 3·526- of 
the Revised Statutes relating to coinage· of 
subsidiary silver coins; · 

S. 2853. An act to authorize the accept
ance of foreign decorations for participa
tion in the Berlin airlift ; 

S. 2874. An act to amend titles 18 and 28, 
United States Code, with respect to the time 
of reporting to Congress rules of procedure 
adopted by the Supreme Court for criminal, 
civil, and admiralty cases and the time of 
their taking effect; · 

S. 3117. An act to amend the act entitled 
"'An act to authorize the Postmaster General 
to impose demurrage charges on undelivered 
collect-on-delivery parcels," approved May 
23, 1930, as amended (39 U. S. c. 246c); and 

S. 3255. An act to amend section 415 of 
the Career Compensation Act of 1949, to ex
tend the effective date of that section to 
December 31, 1950, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, May 3, 1950, he presented 
to the President of the United States the 
following enrolled bills: 

S. 277. An act to enhance further the se
curity of the United States by preventing 
disclosures of information concerning the . 
cryptographic systems and the communica
tion intelligence activities of the United 
States; 

S. 621. An act for the relief of Horace J. 
Fenton; 

S. 2590. An act to amend section 3526 of . 
the Revised Statutes relating to coinage of 

- subsidiary silver coins; 
S. 2853_. An act to authorize the accept

ance of foreign decorations for participa
tion in the Berlin airlift; 

S. 2874. An act to amend titles 18 and 28 
United St ates Code, with respect to the tim~ 
of reporting to Congress · rules of procedure 
adopted by the Supreme Court for criminal, 
civil, and admiralty cases and the time of 
their taking effect; 

S. 3117. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the Postmaster Gen
eral to impose demurrage charges on unde
livered collect-on-delivery parcels," ap
proved May 23, 1930, as amended (39 U.S. c. 
246c); and 

S. 3255. An act to amend section 415 of the 
· Career Compensation Act of 1949, to extend 
the effective date of that sect ion to Decem
ber 31, 1950, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT OF ECONOMIC COOPERA
TION ACT OF 1948 

Mr. DONNELL rose. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 

for the regular order. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. For what 

purpose does the Senator from Missouri 
rise? 

Mr. DONNELL. To ask recognition to 
speak. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will state by title the pending busi
ness. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill <S. 3304) to 
amend the Economic Cooperation Act of 
1948, as amended. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, had 
not the senior Senator from Missouri 
been recognized before the Sena1'or from 
Texas . rose? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Texas gave notice that at the 
close of the remarks of the junior Sen
ator from Missouri he would ask for the 
regular order. 

The senior Senator from Missouri is 
now recognized. 

INVESTIGATION OF GAMBLING AND 
RACKETEERING ACTIVITIES 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I rise 
at this point in opposition to the amend
ment in the· nature of a substitute· pre
sented by the junior Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. KEFAUVER] to Senate Reso
lution 202. I understand, Mr. President, 
that the distinguished Senator from 
Texas has called for the regular order, 
but I also understand that it is within 

. my rights for me to speak upon such 
subject as I shall ehoose, and I choose 
to speak, as I have indicated, in oppo
sition to the amendment presented by 

· the junipr Senator ~rom Te_nnessee. 
Mr. President, I have just asked that 

the Senator froni Tennessee be informed 
of the fact that. I am speaking. 

As I stated earlier today, I am in favor 
· of the adoption of Senate resolution 202 
as it was reported by the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary and as 
supplemented by report of the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. STENNI$] from the 
Committee on Rules and Administra
tion, with two amendments to be in
corporated therein. 

The amendments to which I refer are 
the deletion, on line 18, on page 2, of 
the comma and the words and figures 
"but not later than July 31, 1950," and 
on line 2, page 3, to strike out the figure 
"$50,000" and incorporate in lieu thereof 
the figure "$100,000." 

Mr. President, in order that we may 
intelligently consider the resolution 

. which I favor and the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee, which I oppose, 
it will be necessary to consider some
thing of the respective contents of each 
of the two resolutions, namely, Senate 
Resolution 202, and the substitute which 
constitutes the amendment presented by 
the junior Senator from Tennessee, 
whom I am pleased to see now upon the 
fioor. 

Senate Resolution 202 provides at its 
outset that the Committee on the Judi
ciary, or any duly authorized sub.com
mittee thereof, is authorized and directed 
to make full and complete study and in
vestigation of the subject matter which 
is thereafter set forth in the resolution. 
It will be observed, Mr. President, that 
under Senate Resolution 202 it is either 
the ·entire Committee on the Judiciary, 
which consists of 13 Members of the 

· Senate, or any duly authorized subcom
mittee thereof which is authorized and 
directed to make the study and investi
gation to which reference has been made. 
There is no restriction as .to the number 
of persons who shall constitute the sub
committee in the event that it shall be 
a subcommittee, rather than the entire 
committee, which shall make the study 
and investigation authorized by the reso
lution. It is entirely possible that the 
subcommittee could consist of 3, 5, 7, 9, or 

. any other number of members, equal to 
· or less than ,the entire membership of 

13 of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The substitute presented by the di~tin
guished junior Senator from Tennessee, 
in place of authorizing the Committee 
on the Judiciary, or any duly author
ized subcommittee thereof, to make the 
study and investigation, provides for the 
appointment of a special committee 
composed of five members, to be ap
pointed by the President of the Senate 
from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and the Committee 

. on the Judiciary. It is to be noted, Mr. 
President, that there is in the substitute 

. a limitation on the number of members 
of the special committee, the limitation 
being five, no more and. no less. 

Although the substitute provides that 
the special committee shall be ap
pointed from two of the committees of 
the Senate, namely, the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
the Committee on the Judiciary, there 
is no · provision in the substitute which 
designates how many of the members 
shall be from either of those committees. 
It is entirely possible, at least theoreti
cally, for four of the members to be from 
one committee and one member to be 
from the other committee, although I 
assume that in all reasonable probability 
the membership would be taken, three 
from one committee and two from the 
other committee. Obviously, members 
from one of the two committees would 
predominate on the special committee, 
and would therefore constitute a ma
jority. At the time the Senate votes in 
favor of the substitute, if it shall so vote, 
no Member of the Senate, unless he were 
given special information which is not 
now available generally, would have the 
slightest knowledge as to which of the 
two standing committees would con
tribute the majority of the special com
mittee. Thus it is that if Members of 
the Senate should sustain by their votes 
the amendment submitted by the junior 
Senator from Tennessee, we would have 
to wait until after our· decision is made 
to ascertain from the lips of the Vice 
President who shall be chosen and which 
committee of the two standing commit
tees shall contribute a majority of the 
members of the special committee. 

Mr. President, it is to be observed also, 
as an essential difference between ·the 
two resolutions, namely, Senate Resolu
tion 202 on the one hand, and the sub
stitute submitted by the junior Senator 
from Tennessee on the other hand, that, 
in the first instance, under the resolu
tion reported by th_e Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Committee on Rules 
and Administration, it is a standing com
mittee 9f the Senate, or a sub.eommittee 
of such standing committee, to which is 
delegated the duty reposed by the terms 

of Senate Resolution 202. On the other 
-hand, the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute proposed by the junior Sena
tor from Tennessee provides not for a 
standing committee of the Senate, 
neither the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce nor the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to be the body by which 
the study and investigation shall be 
made, but, instead, provides for a special 
committee. That is the language of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Yesterday afternoon a brief statement 
was made by the Senator from Tennes
see as to the history of Senate Resolution 
202. I should like very briefly to re
capitulate the legislative history to this 
point both of that resolution and of Sen
ate Resolution 249, to which the distin
guished Senator from Tennessee also re
f erred yesterday afternoon. Those are 
the two resolutions which were consid
ered by the Senator from Tennessee as 
being substantially to the same effect as 
to the scope of the investigation and the 
study which should be made. Therefore, 
I think it is of some importance to con
sider the legislative history to this point 
of each of the two resolutions and also 
to consider whether there is any reason 

. for the fear expressed by the Senator 
from Tennessee that if one of these reso
lutions should be adopted there will nec
essarily or reasonably likely follow a 
duplication, with two investigations of 
substantially the same scope in opera
tion at the same time. I may say, as I 
indicated last evening, that I do not be
lieve it follows at all that if Senate Reso
lution 202 shall be adopted by the Senate 
there is any danger whatsoever of a rival 
or duplicatory investigation being car
ried out under the terms of Senate Reso
lution 249. My reasons were briefly in-

. dicated yesterday, and I shall in a few 
moments have something further to say 
with respect to those reasons. 

Senate Resolution 202, which I shall 
for the purpose of brevity from time to 
time refer to as the "Judiciary Commit
tee resolution;" was submitted to the 
Senate by the Senator from Tennessee 
on January 5, 1950, and was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
same day. 

As the Senator from Tennessee said 
yesterday, a subcommittee, consisting, 
as I recall, of five members of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, was selected for 
-the purpose of giving attention to the 
Judiciary Committee resolution and re-
porting back to the full committee with 
respect thereto. It was the privilege of 
the Senator who now addresses the Sen
ate to be one of the members of that 
subcommittee, and to have observed with 
much interest and cordial appreciation 
the fine spirit of public service evidenced 
by the qistinguished Senator from Ten
nessee, who served as the chairman of 
the subcommittee. I think it · is fair~ 
say that conscientious and, I trust, at 
least reasonably capable efforts were 

· bestowed by the subcommittee on the 
consideration of the ·Judiciary Commit
tee resolution. 

We were assisted also by the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary him
self, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRAN]. I observe with interest and 
pleasure that the junior Senator from 



6226 CONGRESSIONAL .RECORD-SENATE MAY~ - · 

Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER], Who is now 
occupying the chair, I judge by the ex
pression on his face, concurs in my state
ment that the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada did render very substan
tial assistance in the preparation of the 
final form of the Judiciary _cemmittee 
resolution. 

On February 27, 1950, the Judiciary 
Committee resolution was reported by 
the Senator from Nevada, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
was then referred to the Committee on 

·Rules and Administration. The reason 
.for the reference to the latter commit
tee was the fact that it was provided in 
the Judiciary Committee resolution that 
for the purpose of the resolution the 
committee was authorized to employ cer
tain assistance, and that the expenses of 
the committee under the resolution, 
which it declared . should not exceed 
$100,000, should be paid from, the con
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the com
mittee. Thus, it was that on February 
27, 1950, the Committee on Rules and 

-Administration was charged with the 
responsibility of giving consideration to 
the terms of the Judiciary Committee 
resolution. 

As the Sena tor from Tennessee re
called to the attention of the Senate yes
terday afternoon, the Committee on 
Rules and Administration held a hear
ing, on which occasion there were pres
ent several members of the Committee 

· on the Judiciary, notably the Senator 
· from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER], the 
· Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON], 
besides one or two other Senators whom 
I do not recall, and the chairman of the 
committee. It was also the privilege of 
the present speaker to be present at that 
meeting. That was the meeting at 
which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
JOHNSON] set forth the views which he 
had with respect to the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce over the subject matter 
which was embraced within the Judi
ciary Committee resolution. 

Following the hearing before the Com
mittee on Rules arid Administration, the 

· Judiciary Committee resolution was, on 
March 23, 1950, reported by the junior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STENNIS], 
a member of the Committee on Rules 
and Administration, with the additional 

· amendments to which reference has been 
made by the Senator from Tennessee, 

· namely, the incorporation at line 18, on 
page 2, of the words, the punctuation and 
the figures, "but not later than July 31, 
1950," which, as the context will disclose, 
is the date fixed by the resolution as so 
amended by the Committee on Rules and 
Administration not later than which it 
should be the duty of the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report to the Senate its 
findings, together with its recommenda
tions for legislation. 

The second of the amendments insert
ed by the Committee on Rules and Ad
ministration was a reduction from the 
$100,000 figure for expenses to the figure 
of $50,000, which had been the initial 
figure carried in the Judiciary Commit
tee resolution at the time of its submis· 
sion by the Senator from Tennessee. 

We were favored yesterday by a state- Senate by a.member of t'he Committee on 
ment by the senior Senator from Kansas Rules and Administration. Thus it was 

-[Mr. ScHOEPPEL] as to the circumstances that S. 3357 did not come into the 
surrounding the change in the figure and Senate until approximately 3 months, I 

· the circums-tances.with reference to the think iacking possibly 1 day, after the 
-attitude, the very kindly attitude, the . submission of Senate Resolution 202 . . We 
very courteous attitude, of the Commit- · find, however, that on April 12, 1950, S. 
tee on Rules and Administration with re- 3357 was reported by the chairman of the 
spect to the resolution. Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

Therefore, on March 23, the Committee Commerce to the Senate, and placed 
on Rules and Administration having. thus upon the calendar of this body, and that 
completed its duties, the Judiciary Com- 1 week later, April 19, 1950, upon the 
mittee resolution came to the table of call of the Consent Calendar, the bill 
the Senate, if I may term it such, for fur- <S. 3357) was passed by the Senate. 
ther consideration by the Senate, and The second bill to which reference is 
became a par-t of the calendar of the made, in addition to the resolutions to . 
Senate. which reference has already been had, 

Mr. President, I should like to address is S. 3358, which was introduced by the 
myself briefly to the legislative history of sert1or Senator from Colorado by request, 
Senate Resolution 249, which was sub- and referred on the same day, April 4, 
mitted on April 4, 1950, by the senior 1950; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON], Foreign Commerce. . 
who is, and was then, the chairman of Although, Mr. President, no action has 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ever been taken by the Senate itself as 
Commerce. It will be observed that it to S. 3358, ·other than to refer the bill to 
was not until approximately 11 days the Committee on Interstate and For
after the Judiciary Committee resolu- eign Commerce, on April 11, 1950, 7 days 
tion had been reported to the Senate after the introduction of s. 3357, a sub
that Senate Resolution 249 was sub- · committee of the Committee on Inter
mitted to the Senate and came before it state. and Foreign Commerce decided to 
in any manner, shape, or form. On the begin hearings on April 17 on said bill 
very next day, April 5, 1950; Senate Reso- S. 3358. The first witness who was heard 
lution 249 was reported from the Com- at the hearings to which reference has 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com- been made was the distinguished Attor
merce, to which it had been referred on ney General of the United States, our 
the preceding day, and was reported former colleague, Attorney General Mc
without amendment, and thereupon was · Grath, and he was to be, and I presume 
referred to the Committee on Rules and was, followed by the Assistant Attorney 
Administration. General in charge of the Crime Division, 

Mr. President, it will be observed that as well as by other witnesses, and from 
the report by the Senator from Colorado day to day thereafter, at least a portion 
and the reference to the Committee on of the time, hearings proceeded with 
Rules and Administration of Senate · respect to S. 3358, although until this 
Resolution 249 was 3 months, less 1 day, present moment no action-I .think I am 
after the Judiciary Committee resolution correct in stating this-has been taken 
had been submitted to the Senate and re- by the Senate itself as to S. 3358 other 
ferred to the Committee on the Judici- than the reference to the Committee on 
ary. Yet we find Senate Resolution 249 Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
immediately referred, on April 5, tu the - Mr. President, there was presented to 
Committee on Rule::: and Administration. · the Democratic policy committee of the 

Mr. President, there are two other Senate what was considered to be the 
measures to which brief reference should problem caused by the pendency of Sen
be made, and at least to one of which, ate Resolution 202, the Committee on the 
and possibly to both, reference was made Judiciary resolution, and Senate Resolu
yesterday by the Senator from Tennes- tion 249, the resolution submitted by the 
see. I refer to Senate bill 3357, which is senior Senator from Colorado. The 
a bill to prohibit transportation of Democratic policy committee gave con
gambling devices in interstate and for- sideration to the question - and to the 
eign commerce. This bill, S. 3357, was general subject, I assume, of the proper 
itself not introduced until April 4, 1950. phraseology of a resolution designed to 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the solve the problem which .was so pre
Senator from Missouri yield to me for sented. 
5 minutes? It is my understanding from the press 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President- that there was considered by the Demo-
Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I ask cratic policy committee of the Senate 

unanimous consent that the Senator an amendment in the nature of a sub
from Missouri may yield to me for 5 stitute to solve this problem, and, as I 
minutes. understood yesterday from the Senator 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I shall from Tennessee in his address to the 
be compelled to object. Senate, the problem which confronted 

The FRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. the Democratic policy committee of the 
KEFAUVER in the chair). Objection is Senate was the alleged likelihood of two 
heard. parallel hearings, practically duplicates 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I had one of the other, proceeding unless some 
just referred to S. 3357, which was intro- such solution were arrived at, namely, 
duced in the Senate by the senior Senator a proceeding under Senate Resolution 
from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON] by request 202, the Committee on the Judiciary 
on April 4, 1950, which was some 12 days resolution, and a proceeding under Sen
after the Committee on the Judiciary ate Resolution 249, which I may term 
resolution had been reported to the the Johnson resolution, which had been 
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pending before the Committee on Inter

. state , and F'oreign Commerce as previ

. ously indicated. 
From the Washington Post of April 13 

· I understand that the substitute which 
has been proposed by the distinguished 
junior Senator from Tennessee was a 
compromise offered by the majority 
leader and accepted on April 11 by the 

-Democratic policy committee. I have 
in my hand the Evening Star of April 11 
of this year, which also contains an item 
in the course of one of its articles read
ing as follows: 

The Senate Democratic policy committee 
decided this afternoon to set up a special 
five-man committee for a thorough investi
gation of interstate crime syndicates, Chair
man LUCAS announced. This would avoid 
the duplication of two separate inquiries, 

. one by the Judiciary Committee and the 
other by the Interstate and Foreign Com
merce Committee, 

Mr. President, what does the substi-
. tute proposed by the junior Senator from 
Tennessee do? , In the first place it sub
stitutes, as has previously been noted, 
in place of a sta~ding committee of the 
United States Senate, the Committee on 
the Judiciary, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, a special commit
tee of five members to .be appointed by 
the President of the Senate from the 

·Committee on' Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce of the Senate and the Com
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 

I have previously noted the fact that 
. there is no requirement as to how many 
members shall be from each of those 
standing . committees, and that an ap
pointment of four from one of them and 
one from the other would meet the 

. requirements of the substitute. I have 
stated, however, ~Y assumption that the 
President of the Senate would probably 

· select frop:i one of those standing com
mittees three, a;nd from the other two, of 
the members of the special committee. 

I want to emphasize, Mr. President, 
two facts to which I have already made 
reference, but which I think will bear 
repetition and which should be em
phasized. First, that the . membership 
of the special committee, cannot, by 
virtue of the odd number, the number of 
:five, be equal from each of the two 
standing committees. Therefore, a ma
jority of the members of the special 
committee will come from eith.er the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce or the Committee on the Judi
ciary, and therefore the members from · 
one or the other of the two said stand
ing committees will be in the minority on 
the special committee. 

Second, that if the Senate creates a 
special committee, not a single Member 
of the Senate, unless possessed of some 
information not known to the entire 
Senate, will, when the vote creating the 
special committee is announced, know 
which of the two committees, namely, 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce or the Committee on the 
Judiciary, will be the one which shall 
furnish the majority of members of the 
special committee. It is entirely con
ceivable, Mr. President, that some Mem
bers of the Senate might desire to have 
0uch knowledge. They might feel that 
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. the subject matter is peculiarly one as 
to whic,):l the Committee on Interstat~ 
and Foreign Commerce, for illustration, 

. should have the majority, or, conversely, 

. that the subject matter is such that the 

. Committee on the Judiciary should have 

. the majority. But in voting upon the 
substitute amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee all of us are in 
the dark as to which of the two standing 
committees will furnish the majority of 
the members of the special committee. 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to the 
creation of a special committee. The 
first of -my reasons for being opposed to 
the creation of a special committee is 
that there is no need to bypass the 

. standing committees .of the Senate by 
-authorizing the employment of a spe
cial committee. 

Press reports indicate that it has been 
asserted that adoption of the Kefauver 
substitute is needed in order that there 
may not me a duplication resulting from 
the making of two separate investiga-

. tions, one by the Senate Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
the other by the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A few moments ago I read from the 
. Washington Evening Star, in which the 
Senator from Illinois · [Mr. LucAsJ is 
stated to have announced that the set
ting up of a special .five-man committee 
would avoid the duplication caused by 
having two separate inquiries, one by 
the Judiciary Committee and the other 
by the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. That newspaper ac
count illustrates very clearly the reports 

- which have appeared in the press in re
gard to the reason for the proposal to 
create a special committee . 

Mr. President, the argument that 
. adoption of the Kefauver substitute is 
needed in order that there may not be a 
duplication resulting from having two 
separate investigations made, one by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce and the other by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, is not well 
founded. The reason why it ii'; not well 
founded is that Senate Resolution 249, 
the Johnson resolution, which provides 
for an investigation by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
has not been adopted by the Senate, and 
no hearings under that resolution have 
been authorized by the Senate. There is 
no compulsion upon the Senate to per
mit two separate investigations to occur, 
if the Kefauver substitute is not adopted. 
The Senate is not obligated to permit 
the Committee on Interstate and For-

. eign Commerce to make an investiga
. tion. The Senate has a right to author

ize its Judiciary Committee to be the only 
committee to conduct the investigation. 
Likewise the Senate has a right to au
thorize its Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce to be the only com
mittee to conduct the investigation. 
Certainly the ability of the members of 
either of those standing committees is 
such that either one of them could con
duct the investigation and study. 

Of course, Mr. President, my associa
tion has been somewhat closer with the 
members of the Judiciary Committee 
than with some of the members, at any 

.rate, of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. Therefore it is with 
no derogation to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce that . I 
assert that, . without any question, · the 
Committee on the Judiciary, headed by 
the distinguished Senator from Nevada, 
is able to conduct the investigation. I 
assert with equal certainty that it is true 
that until the Senate authorizes the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce to make an investigation under 
Senate Resolution 249, there will not be 
two duplicate or separate investigations 
in process, one-under Senate Resolution 
202 by the Judiciary Committee and the 
other under Senate Resolution 249. 

Mr. President, the Senate need not be 
apprehensive that unless the Kefauver 
substitute, providing for the appointment 
Of a special' committee is adopted, two 

-duplicate investigations-one under -Sen
ate Resolution 202 and the other under 
Senate Resolution 249-will be in proc
ess. The Senate has this matter entirely 
within its control. Until such time as 

· the Senate approves ·senate Resolution 
. 249, no investigation can be entered upon 
by the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce under that resolution. · 

However, Mr. President, it is curious 
and interesting to note, on the other 
hand, that even if the Kefauver substi
tute, providing for the appointment of a 
special committee is adopted, it still will 
be entirely possible that its investiga-

. tions will be paralleled by hearings con
ducted by the. Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce under Senate bill 
3358, which pertains to the transmission 
of certain gambling . information, on 

. which resolution, as has been previously 
· stated. Although the resolution has not 

been adopted by the Senate, hearings be
gan on April 17, with the Attorney Gen
eral of the United States being the first 
witness. 

Thus · it is, first, that the adoption of 
the Kefauver substitute, providing for the 
appointment of a special committee, is 
not necessary in order to prevent the 
making of separate, duplicate investiga
tions under Senate Resolution 202 and 
Senate Resolution 249; and, second, even 
if the Kefauver substitute is adopted and 
even though the special committee to- be 
appointed thereunder makes an investi
gation, there is nothing to prevent an 
additional investigation, namely, an in
vestigation under Senate bill 3358, from 
also being carried on simultaneously with 
the investigation which the special com
mittee constituted under the Kefauver 
substitute would be carrying on . 

Mr. President, in connection with the 
consideration by the Senate of the first 
point of opposition which I make to the 
proposal to appoint a special committee, 
namely, the reason that there is no 
need-and by my voice I emphasize the 
word "need"-to bypass a standing com
mittee through the authorization of the 
appointment of a special committee, I 
call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the appropriate standin g com
mittee, whichever it may be, whether the 
Committee on the J udiciary or the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, is by the terms of the Legislat.ive 
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Reorganization Act of 1946 fully empow
ered and eminently able to do all that is 
needed to be done in the premises. 

I need not remind the Senator from 
Tennessee, who occupies the chair in 
this body at this moment, of the great 
care which was devoted to the prepara
tion of the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946. I personally can remember. 
as do all other Members of the Senate, 
I am sure, who were in the Senate at that 
time, the fine work which was done by 
former Senator La Follette, of Wiscon
sin, whose name is one of the two names 
by which the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946 is currently known-the La 
Follette-Monroney Act of that year. 

I have stated that the appropriate 
standing committee, whichever it may 
be, is by the terms of the Legislative Re
organization Act of 1946 fully empow
ered and eminently able to do all that is 
needed to be done in the premises with 
respect to the investigation and study 
which are proposed to be made of the 
crime situation. 

At this point let me quote from the re
marks of the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THOMAS], when speaking in the Senate 
on January 15, 1947. Let me add that 
at that time he was quoting the junior 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE], my 
esteemed seat mate in the Senate; and 
the remarks of the Senator from Oregon 
were also quoted in this very body on 
the 20th of February of this year by the 
distinguished junior Senator from Flor
ida [Mr. HOLLAND]. I read now from 
page 344 of the CONGRE.SSIONAL RECORD 
of Ja:auary 15, 1947, volume 93, part 1: 

The jurisdiction of the standing commit
tees has been so comprehensively described 
in the reformed rules as to cover every con
ceivable subject of legislation. 

I have at hand a copy of the Legisla
tive Reorganization Act of 1946 and, as 
bearing upon the powers of . standing 
committees, created I should say by that 
instrument, and as to the type of mem
bership of the staffs of such standing 
committees, I call attention to section 
202, at page 26 of the printed copy of 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, 
in which section each standing commit
tee is authorized to appoint by a ma
jority vote of the committee not more 
than four professional staff members in 
addition to the clerical staffs, and I quote 
the words "on a permanent basis with
out regard to political affiliations and 
solely on the basis of fitness to perform 
the duties of the office." 

So, Mr. President, a standing commit
tee, either the Judiciary Committee or 
the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, is provided presumably 
with staff members, of qualifications, ap
pointed on a permanent basis and with
out regard to political affiliations and 
"solely," to quote the Legislative Reor
ganization Act, "on the basis of fitness 
to perform the duties of the office." 

As bearing further on the question 
whether there is any need to . bypass the 
standing committees of the Senate 
through the appointment of a special 
committee, I also call to the attention 
of the Senate the provision at page 23 
of Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Con
gress, namely, the Legislative Reorgani
zation Act, section 134 (a), which sets 

forth the powers of each standing com
mittee of the Senate, including .any sub
committee of any such committee. The 
importance of the reference to ''sub
committee" is that, should Senate Reso
lution 202, the Judiciary Committee reso
rution, be adopted, it might be that, in
stead of the entire Committee on the 
Judiciary, a duly authorized subcommit
tee thereof might function. 

What are the powers of the standing 
committees and of the subcommittees of 
any such committee, under section 134 
(a) of the Legislative Reorganization Act 
of 194.6? I read: 

Each standing committee of the Senate, 
including any subcommittee of any such 
committee, is authorized to hold such hear
ings, to sit and act at such times and places 
during the sessions-

Yes; but I pause there. Someone might 
say, up to that point, such committee 
could not act in recess; but the framers 
of the Legislative Reorganization Act 
thought of that. I continue to read after 
the word "sessions": "recesses, and ad
journed periods of the Senate." 

In other words, they have power-
to sit and act at such times and places during 
the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods 
of the Senate, to require by subpena or other
wise the attendance of such witnesses and 
the production of such correspondence, 
books, papers, and documents, to take such 
testimony and to make such expenditures 
(not in excess of $10,000 for each committee 
during any Congress) as it deems advisable. 

I pause at that point to indicate, as 
I have done previously, that under the 
terms of Senate Resolution 202, the Ju
diciary Committee resolution, the $10,-
000 figure, of course, will be superseded 
by the figure which the Senate in its 
wisdom may cause to be finally placed 
in the resolution, $50,000, $100,000, 
$150,000, or whatever it may be. 

Then there is a very interesting direct 
statement in section 134 (a) of the Leg
islative Reorganization Act, which bears 
directly on the question of making in
vestigations; and what is that provision? 
It reads: 

Each such committee may make investi
gations into any matter within its juris
diction, may report such hearings as may 
be had by it, and may employ stenographic 
assistance at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words. 

The concluding sentence of the sub
section reads: 

The expenses of the committee shall be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Sen
ate upon vouchers approved by the chair
man. 

Mr. President, obviously there is no 
reason to bypass either of the two stand
ing committees. I want to make it clear, 
if I may, at this point, that I am not 
advocating that both of the standing 
committees should be empowered to 
make this investigation. I see no reason 
for both of them to do it, and, as the 
members of · the Judiciary Committee 
who appeared before the Rules and Ad
ministration Committee argued, it was 
entirely proper that the Judiciary Com
mittee should make the investigation. 
But, aside from that, obviously there is 
no need to bypass either of these two 
standing committees .of the Senate, be
cause of any lack of adequate power on 

the part of such standing committee or 
committees to handle the investigation. 

In this connection, attention is in
vited to the following observation, on 
January 15, 1947. appearing in the Co~
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93, part 1, at 
page 343, by the very distinguished. senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], 
whom I do not see in the Senate this 
afternoon, but who was here earlier 
today. Reading: 

Therefore the argument that it is neces
sary to have special committees in order 
that authority to subpena witnesses may 
be . conferred is not sound, since such au
thority has now been given to the standing 
committees. 

I call attention to this strong, vigor
ous sentence from our able and distin
guished friend, who is so keen and alert, 
as he always is in the performance of 
his duties in the Senate, the distin
guished Senator from Maryland. Said 
he: 

That is an additional reason why no spe
cial committee should be created by the 
Congress. 

Mr. President, remember the fact that 
the Kefauver substitute abandons this 
theory of the senior Senator from Mary
land and undertakes to, and if adopted 
will, create a special committee, accord
ing to the exact words of the Kefauver 
substitute. But the Senator from Mary
land, as I say, after indicating the fact 
that it is unnecessary to have special 
committees in order that authority to 
subpena witnesses may be conferred, 
says, "That is an additional reason why 
no special committee should be created 
by the Congress." 

The distinguished Senatpr from Macy
land, however, did not stop with the ob
servation to which I have referred and 
which I have quoted. Speaking further 
on January 15, 1947, at page 344 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93, part 1, 
he said: 

But the question again comes down to 
this-and I shall not· now argue it-that 
there is absolutely nothing, and in fact al
most minus nothing, if that is possible, 
which a special committee purport s to do 
that the standing committees are not au
thorized to do, equipped to do, and can do-:-

And I emphasize this, Mr. President
and can do a great deal better than the 
special committee. 

Mr. President, I have already referred 
to the fact that there is an express pro
vision in section 134 (a) of the Legisla
tive Reorganization Act, reading as 
follows: 

Each such committee may make investi
gations into any matter within its jurisdic
tion. 

Attention is invited to another provi
sion of the Legislative Reorganization 
Act, namely, section 136, appearing at 
pages 23 and 24 of Public Law 601, Sev
enty-ninth Congress, which reads as 
follows: 

Legislative oversight-
That is the heading-
Legislative oversight by standing com

mittees. 

Then the section reads as follows: 
To assist the Congress in appraising the 

administration of laws and in developing 
such amendments or related legislation as 
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it may deem necessary, each standin~ com
mittee of the Senate and the House of Rep
resentatives shall exercise continuous watch
fulness of the execution by the admini~tra
tive agencies concerned of any laws the sub
ject matter of which is within the jurisdic
tion of such committee, and for that pur
pose shall study all pertinent reports and 
data submitted to the Congress by the agen
cies in the executive branch of the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. President, I quote again from the 
genior Senator from Utah, speaking on 
January 15, 1947, and doing honor, as 
he did, to the junior Senator from Ore
gon by quoting from remarks previously 
made by the latter Senator on January 
13, 1947, at page 344 of the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, volume 93, p9,rt l, as 
follows: 

Second, the standing committees of the 
f!enate have been authorized by the Legis
lative Reorganization Act to exercise con
tinuous oversight of the execution of the 
laws by the administrative agencies within 
their respective jurisdictions. They are be
ing equipped with professional staffs and 
expert investigators to assist them in per
forming their oversight function and have 
been armed with the subpena power for this 
purpose. Hereafter the investigatory func
tion of Congress should be performed-

! emphasize the words from here on
should be performed by its standing com
mittees which have been · empowered and 
equipped for the purpose, instead of relying 
upon special investigating committees which 
are sporadic in nature and cannot introduce 
legislation to give effect to their recommen
dations. 

So, Mr. President, for the reasons and 
by virtue of the facts set forth in what 
I have presented, I submit that my ob
jection to the Kefauver substitute reso
lution, namely, that there is no need to 
bypass standing committees, is sound. 

This is not the only reason, Mr. Presi
dent, which the Senator now speaking 
has for opposing the creation of the spe
cial committee which is contemplated by 
and provided for in the Kefauver substi
tute for Senate Resolution 202. 

The second of my reasons for opposing 
the creation of the special committee is 
that it is not only unnecessary to bypass 
standing committees, but that the crea
tion of the special committee violates the 
intent of the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946. It will be recalled that the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 
apportions among the standing commit
tees the various subjects of legislation, 
and, to quote from the junior Senator 
from Oregon-I shall indicate to the re
porter in a moment where the quota
tion starts-to create a special commit
tee, quoting from the Senator from Ore
gon, "is to trespass on the assigned juris
diction of some standing committee." 

Senators who may be interested in 
finding this quotation will find it in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, v.olume 93 part 1, 
at page 344. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from 
Utah on January 15, 1947, quoting fur
ther from the junior Senator from 
Oregon, said: 

First, the jurisdiction of the standing com
mittees has been so comprehensively de
scribed in · the reformed rules as to cover 
every conceivable subject of legislation. 
Thus, to create a special- committee is to 
trespass upon the assigned Jurlsdictio~ of 
some standing committee. 

It may be suggested to the Senate that 
the Legislative Reorganization Act, as it 
passed the · Senate originally, before it 
went to the House of Representatives for 
concurrence, contained a section which 
was not in the bill as it came back f ram 
the House and, consequently, not in the 
Act as it was finally passed by the Sen
ate. The section to which I refer is 
section 126, which reads as fallows: 

No bill or resolution, and no amendment to 
any bill or resolution, "to establish or to con
tinue a special or select committee, including 
a joint committee, shall be received or con
sidered in either the Senate or the House of 
Re pres en ta ti ves. 

It may be argued, Mr. President, that 
the fact that the Senate had adopted 
section 126 but subsequently accepted 
the LaFollette-Monroney bill, the Legis
lative Reorganization Act, without this 
section in it, indicates a departure by 
the Senate from its previous position in 
opposition to the establishment or con
tinuance of special or select committees; 
but, this point was ably considered by 
the senior Senator from Utah in his re
marks of January 15, 1947. I again·quote 
from his remarks at page 343 of the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93, part 1. 
Said he: 

During the Senate debate on the bill a 
few Senators, including Senator Mead and 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN
BERG], questioned the desirability of l!lection 
126 which imposed a ban on the future estab
lishment of special or select committees, but 
their doubts on this score appeared to be set 
at rest by Senator LaFollette's assurance, 
first, that the jurisdiction of the reorgan
ized standing committees. had been so com
prehensively described in the bill as to cover 
every conceivable subject of legislative con
cern, and, second, the possible reminder that 
the Senate can always expand the jurisdiction 
of a standing committee to embrace some 
unanticipated problem, or suspend its rules 
by a two-thirds vote and establish a special 
committee to deal with a normal subject. 
With this assurance, opposition to this pro
vision evaporated, and the Senate approved 
the entire measure by a 3-:-to-1 vote. 

Mr. President, on the same date, Jan
uary 15, 1947, the distinguished junior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], 
now the honored minority leader in the 
Senate, speaking at page 344 of the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93, part 1, 
said this: 

There is no dispute over what the Sen
ate did, but the law which was passed 
did not contain the provision outlawing spe
cial committees. It is my opinion, as I 
think the distinguished Senator from Utah 
will agree as he reviews the history of what 
happened in the joint committee, that the 
main reason the House did not go along 
with that provision was the mechanical rea
son I have given relative to the procedure 
of standing committees. The practice which 
is still in vogue in the House is to create 
special committees, cutting across the stand
ing committees to give such special com
mittees the subpena power, and not to give 
it to the standing committees. It is not 
now given by the House to standing cqmmit· 
tees. 

Mr. President, I invite attention to the 
fact that the power of subpena, so far 
as I have observed in the Legislative Re
organization Act, is not today given to 
the standing committees of the House of 
Representatives under the provisions of 

the act, but is, as I have previously indi
cated, by reading section 134 (a), dis
tinctly and unequivocally given to the 
standing committees of the Senate. 

The distinguished senior Senator from 
Utah, speaking on January 15, 1947, said 
this: 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The fact that the 
subpena power is given to the Senate stand
ing committees merely proves that in our 
minds we were thinking of maldng the . 
standing committees powerful and enabling 
them to go into any field that might be de
sirable. One of the sections that was elimi
nated from the reorganization bill while it 
lay on the· Speaker's table in the other House 
was section 126, which banned special com
mittees. What the motives of the House 
leaders were in thus emasculating or -de
nuding the Senate-approved bill in such a 
fashiOJ?. I have no idea, but the effect of 
their action was to deny the membership 
of the entire House of Representatives an 
opp9rtunity to express their will with re
spect to the proposed ban_, as well as with 
respect to other stricken sections. 

Therefore it was not the House of Rep
resentatives but a few leaders thereofT who 
are responsible -for the . amputation of _the 
reform bill and for the deletion of the ban 
on sp_ecial inves.tigating committees. · 

Thus amended, the reorganization measure 
came back to the Senate on July 26 for our 
consideration. The Senate sponsors of the 
bill were anxious to restore, as affecting the 
Senate at least, the provisions which had 
been stricken on the House side, including 
the ban on special committees, but it was too 
late in the session to risk sending the bill 
to conference. Members of the House were 
leaving town in large numbers, and there 
was grave danger that the conference report 
would fail of acceptance in the other body 
because of the absence of a quorum. 

In order to salvage what was left of the 
original bill, former Senator La Follette 
moved that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments, and the Senate so concurred, 
but in so moving and acting neither former 
Senator La Follette nor the other Senate 
members of the joint committee, nor the 
Senate itself, yielded their original convic
tion as to the desirability of pro~ibiting the 
establishment of special committees in the 
future. 

It is an erroneous interpretation of what 
happened on that occasion to say that in 
the Legislative Reorganization Act Congress 
expressly refused to abolish special commit
tees. We yieldeq to a parliamentary situa
tion. We have not changed our minds. 

Mr. President, as previously indicated, 
section 134 (a) of the Reorganization· Act 
of 1943 contains the power of subpena 
for the Senate standing committees. 
There is no such power for the House 
standing committees. This fact indi
cates that, notwithstanding the nonin
clusion of section 126, the Senate gives 
the subpena powers to the standing com
mittees, thus obviating the necessity of 
creating such committees with such sub
pena powers. 

Mr. President, I desire to call attention 
to certain observations made in · past 
years by distinguished Members of the 
Senate which bear upon the question of 
special committees and the attitude of 
the Senate with respect thereto. I quote 
first from the distinguished former Sen
ator from Wisconsin, Mr. La Follette, 
speaking on June 6, 1946, during the de
bate preceding the passage of the Reor
ganization Act, which, incidentally, was 
approved finally on August 2, 1946. I 
quote the following from what he said at 
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pages 6365 and 6366 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
·RECORD, volume 92, part 5: 

Nevertheless I am sure that all Senators 
appreciate that, i! this work is done by the 
standing committees, it is a much more effi
cient way of transacting business, because no 
matter how well the select or special com
m ittee may do its work, whatever legislative 
recommendations flow from the studies or 
investigations made by select or special com
mittees must in the end be referred to the 

. standing committees of the Senate. Often, 
because there is no cross-reference between 
the standing committee in a particular prov-

' ince of legislation and a select committee 
created for a special purpose, it becomes nec
essary for the standing committee, to some 
extent at least, to replow the ground which 
has been gone over by the select committee 
or the special committee. 

Furthermore the work of select or special 
committees ls of necessity sporadic. They 
are created for a special purpose, with a spe
cial objective in mind, for a certain field of 
investigation or study. When that need has 
passed they tend ultimately to be abandoned, 
and for that reason their effectiveness is spo
radic in character; whereas, if it now becomes 
the responsibility, as we propose, of the 
standing committees of the Senate to carry 
on this very important oversight function, 
we feel that it will result in a much more 
continuous surveillance of the executive 
agencies and departments of government. 

Mr. President, I quote from the obser
vations made by the distinguished senior 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL], 
speaking on June 6, 1946, at page 6366 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 92, 
part 5: 

Mr. HILL. Anent what the Senator from 
Maine has said, I think there are many very 
wise, constructive, and fine features in this 
reorganization bill; but I doubt if there is 
any feature that commends itself more than 
this very feature involying the abolition of 
special committees. As the Senator from 
Maine knows and has stated, the creation of 
special committees has meant a great deal of 
dispersion of effort, and much duplication 
and waste of time and effort on the _part of 
Senators. The regular legislative committees 
alone can report proposed legislation to cure 
ills or defects which may exist; and yet we 
find numerous· special committees t aking 
numberless hours of the time of Members of 
this body to investigate, investigate, inves
tigate, though they have no power to report 
remedial or other measures. 

The Senator and his committee certainly 
have pointed out a most important and 
needed reform, in my opinion, in connection 
with the work and procedure of this body, 
namely, to do away with the special commit
tees, and to impose responsibility and the 
authority directly on the regular legislative 
committees. 

Again, Mr. President, I quote from the 
distinguished former Senator from Wis
consin, Mr. La Follette, at page 6394 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 92, 
part 5: 

The committee came to the conclusion 
that if we could reorganize the committ ees, 
and staff them adequately, it would be in 
the interest of orderly and efficient legisla--
tive procedure to - h~ve the standing com
mittees or subcommittees thereof conduct 
studies and investigations, because, after all, 
if legislation is to flow from these activities, 
normally the select or jblnt committees do 
not have legislative power, and it is often 
necessary for the standing committee to 
thrash over much of the straw and the wheat 
that has been thrashed over by a special or 
select joint committee, as the case may be. 

I pause at this point to mention the 
fact that although it is provided in the 
Kefauver substitute that "the commit
tee shall report to the Senate the results 
of its study and investigation, together 
with such recommendations as to neces
sary legislation as it may deem ad
visable," I assume that no one would 
question the statement that after the 
recommendations have been embodied 
in the requisite bills, they would still have 
to be referred back to the appropriate 
standing committee or committees of the 
Senate for further consideration, thus 
involving not only the consideration by 
the special committee created by the _ 
Kefauver substitute, but also by the 
standing committee or committees to 
which reference of such measures had 
·occurred. 

Finally, Mr. President, with respect to 
the former Senator from Wisconsin, let 
me point out that . on June 6, 1946, at 
page 6371 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 92, part 5, referring to the power 
of the suspension of rules to cover ex
traordinary situations, he said: 

However, if in the future some very ex
traordinary matter arises, such as the con
trol of atomic energy, as to which it might 
be felt that there was a need for the creation 
of such a committee, or if we were, unfortu
nately, to be engaged in a war, I have no 
doubt that a matter of such transcendent 
importance would cause a sufficient number 
of Senators to vote to suspend the rule. 

The distinguished majority leader of 
the Senate, the senior Senator from Illi
nois [Mr. LucAsJ, has himself given much 
thought and consideration to this very 
important question as to whether special 
committees should or should not be cre
ated. The senior Senator from Illinois 
gave such consideration even before the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 
was passed. 

I refer to his remarks on April 1, 1946, 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 92, 
part 3, page 2876, reading as follows: 

Mr. LucAs. Mr. President, in view of what 
the Senator from Nebraska has said, I should 
lil~e to make one further comment on what 
occurred before our committee this morn
ing dealing with the termination of all spe
cial committees. 

It ·was agreed by members ot the Mead 
committee that they were of the opinion 
that they could finish their work by January 
1 of next year. It was also agreed by the 
Kilgore committee, for which a resolution is 
now on the calendar, that they could finish 
their work and terminate the committee by 
J anuary 1 next. It was also agreed that the 
committee set up under the resolut ion sub
mitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
PEPPER] would also be terminat ed at that 
time. 

In other words, there is a feeling among 
members of these special committees-and I 
am very happy to report it--that sooner or 
later, and the sooner the better, so far as 
our committee is concerned, the special com
mittees will terminate and finally find their 
way back into standing committ ees, where 
a subcommittee, or the full standing com
mitt ee, can t ake care of the kind of work 
formerly handled by a special committee. 

Then, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Illinois concluded this particular por
tion of h is utterance by saying-and I 
call special attention to this language: 

Mr. President, I merely wished to mention 
that fact, because I am satisfied that it is 

the feeling of the Senate as a whole that 
standing committees should perform the 
work of these special committees in 90 per-

. cent of the cases, and the sooner we return 
to the fundamentals which have existed in 

. the Senate so far as standing committees 
are concerned, the better it will be for t he 
United States Senate. 

The observations, the very sound, very 
·well-considered, and, to my mind, very 
wise observations, on the part of the 
distinguished majority leader, the Sena
tor from Illinois thus indicated clearly 
his view in opposition to the advisability 
of the creation of sp~cial committees, 
and indicated it even before the Legis
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 was 

·passed. 
Mr. President, the distinguished Sena

tor from Illinois did not cease· to give 
thought to this important question after 
the passage of the Legislative Reorgani
zation Act of 1946. I call to the atten
tion of the Senate the fact that almost 
6 months after the approval of the Leg
islative Reorganization Act, which, as 
previously indicated, occurred on Au
gust 2, 1946, the distinguished senior 
Senator from Illinois addressed the Sen
ate on January 20, 1947, his remarks 
being set forth at page 451 of the REC
ORD, volume 93, part 1, in a debate on 
the continuation of the Special Commit
tee To Investigate the National Defense 
Program, Senate Resolution 46. 

Before quoting the distinguished Sena
tor from Illinois, I am sure we would all 
agree that a special committee on the 
investigation of the national defense 
program certainly would be one of the 
outstandingly important committees, 
and that the observations of the Senator 
from Illinois with respect to a commit
.tee having such important functions are 
of especial consequence and moment. 
The Senator from Illinois said on Janu
ary 20, 1947: 

Every Senator knows-

"Every Senator· knows"-
that if we follow the spirit and the letter of 
the Reorganization Act there is no place for 
this particular special committee to continua 
its investigation. 

Speaking on the same day, as reported 
on page 453, volume 93, part 1, of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the Senator from 
Illinois made these observations: 

Mr. President, the reduction of the num
ber of committees and limitation of mem
bership on committees· is an absolute neces
sity if the committee system is to work effi
ciently. The crux of the La Follette-Mon
roney Act--

I pause, Mr. President, so the record 
may be made clear that that is the Leg. 
islative Reorganization Act-

The crux of the La Follette-Monroney Act 
ls in those provisions limiting t he number of 
committees and defining the jurisdiction of 
all the committees creat ed under the Reor
ganiz.ation Act. Here is somet hing that has 
never been tried before. It is the keystone-

Listen to the language, Members of the 
Senate, of the Senator from Illinois-

rt is the keystone in the arch of congres
sional reform. It is also the complete answer 
to those who seek-

! want every Senator here-and I am 
sorry there are not more here-to re-
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member this strong statement by our dis
tinguished friend the majoiity leader
. It is also the complete a.nswer po those V{ho 
seek to undermine the foundation stones of 
this legislative act by insisting that special 
committees be appointed. The very reason 
1Ve spelled out in the Reorganization Act the 
jurisdiction of each and every committee 
was that special committees were being elim
inated. Therefore, when an investigation 
was called for, we specified by Which com
mitte~ it sho~ld be conducted. 

Mr. President, obviously the Senator 
from Illinois considered not only that the 
provisions limiting the number of com
mittees, defining the jurisdiction of the 
committees, were the keystone, as he 
said, in the arch of congressional reform; 
but that those who insist that special 
committees be appointed "seek'. '-to 
quote his picturesque language-"to un
dermine the foundation stones of this 
legislative act." This is the Senator from 
Illinois speaking on January 20, 1947. 

Mr. President, I call attention also to 
this significant language by the distin
guished senior Senator from Illinois on 
the same day, January 20, 1947, as it ap
pears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol
ume 93, part 1, at page 453: 

Anyone who says that by creating the spe
cial committee now proposed we shall not be 
violating the letter of the law, as well as its 
spirit, simply does not know ~hat he is 
talking about, because in connection with 
each and every one of the standing commit
tees established under the Reorganization Act 
the jurisc:Uction of each committee is clearly 
spelled out, word for word, and as a result 
of designating cl~arly tl;le jurisdiction of the 
15 standing com:Qlittees, anything under 
God's high heaven can . be investigated. In 
my opinion,· if new committees are ~reated, 
both the spirit and the letter of the Reor-

. ganization Act will be violated. 

I think the language of · the distin
guished majority leader, the senior Sen
ator from Illinois, that as a result of 
designating clearly the jurisdiction of the 
15 standing committees "anything under 
God's high heaven can be investigated," 
is certainly sufficiently broad to cover 
the investigation proposed in the Ke
fauver resolution or in the resolution of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. President, again on December 31, 
1948, almost 2 years later than the ob
servations thus quoted from the senior 
Senator from Illinois, he had this to say 
to the Senate, as it appears on page 10257, 
volume 94, part 8 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD: 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, let me say to the 
Senator from Nebraska that I shall not ob
ject to the 1·esolution which has been sub-

. mitted for continuation of the committea 
for a period of 30 days •. in order that the 
committee may make its report during that 
time. However, Members of the Senate well 
know the position of the great majority-

! wish there were some way I could 
emphasize that statement, Mr. Presi
dent, by my voice. The Senator from 
Illinois said: 

The Members of the Senate well know the 
position of the great majority of Democratic 
Members with respect to special committees 
under the Reorganization Act. No Senator 
is more interested in the continued success 
of small business than is the Senator from 
Illinois. However, a vital principle · dealing 
with special committees is involved under 

the Reorganization Act, and it seems to me 
that at the· proper :time · either the. Bankin·g 
and Currency Committee or the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce should 
take over the duties · of the Small Business 
Committee. One of the regular standing 
committees should continue to operate in 
behalf of the small business of this Nation. 
As everyone knows, I feel very keenly about 
the matter, as was apparent from the spirited 
debates we had on this subject 2 years ago 
when the matter was before us at that time. 
I shall reserve further remarks upon the 
question until some more appropriate . time. 

Mr. President, in this year, 1950, to wit 
on February 20 of this year, the Senat3 
was the recipient of a most interesting 
address by the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. HOLLAND], whom I have 
known for many years. I knew him 
when he was the distinguished chief 
executive of his State, as was the present 
Presiding Officer of the Senate, the Sen
ator from South Carolina [Mr. MAY
BANK] of his State. The junior. Senator 
from Florida, speaking in the present 
.congress on Februaiy 20, 1950, had these 
significant observations to make: 

Mr. President, I do not care to go over the 
same ground that I covered Friday after
noon in my argument on this subject. How
eve", there are ·two points which I think need 
to be accentuated at this stage of the argu
ment, the ·flcst of which is to remind Sen
ators-and I wish more Senators were pres
ent in the Senate Chamber at this time-

! pause to say that this subject matter 
must contain some strange allergy to 
keep the Senators away, because the 
Senator from Florida seems not to have 
had a very large attendance at the time 
pf the delivery of his address. He con
tinued: 
that this matter was very fully and ably 
ar.;ued to a conclusion, at least fbr the time 
being, in 1947, in the Eightieth Congress, 
and that the splendid arguments against the 
setting up of any special committee on small 
business, as then suggested by Senate Resolu
tion 20, are to be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for that time, and it seems to me 
they still very clearly express a conviction 
on the part of the Democratic majority of 
this Congress, then the minority of the 
Eightieth Congress, against the creation of 
any special committee on small business or 
any other special committee, as being in con
travention of the spirit of the Reorganiza
tion Act, and also as not being in accord 
with the best interests of sound, economical, 
efficient, and democratic government, here 
in the Halls of Congress. 

Continuing, the distinguished Sena
tor from Florida said: 

I have been impressed today while re
reading the arguments presented in the 1947 
debate, and I wish time permitted me to 
read a larger portion of them into the RECORD 
at this point. 

I wish to comment that able Senators 
who are still Members of the Senate took 
very strong positions against the adoption 
of the then pending measure, Senate Reso
lution 20, which was intended to reestablish 
a special committee on small business. The 
argument of the able senior Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] was very compelling 
on this point. The argument of the able 
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] was 
one of the best I have ever heard him make. 
The two arguments. made by the able senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] are 
full of good meat, and they lead one to the 
very definit·e conclusion that it was against 
the interests of sound and well-organized 

legislative goyernment to :treflpass against 
the spiri.t of the .Reorg_anization Act by the · 
adoption of a measure to set -up a special 
committee on small business. 

The able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLA~] argued the matter wit~ great 
ability and distinction. . . 

The able Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAs], 
although he now takes a different position, 
at that time-as shown by his participation 
in the argument on several occasions-was 
strongly of the feeling that the special com
mittee sh01~ld not be reconstituted or set 
up again. 

The then serving minority leader; Mr. 
BARKLEY, now -the President of the Senate-

! pause to call attention to the fact 
that he is also the Vice President of the 
United S~ates-

likewise argued this question exhaustively at 
that time, and I shall quot e briefly from his 
·argument before I conclude my remarks. 

Mr. President, in the course of the re
marks so made by the Senator from 
Florida, he referred to the two argu
ments made by the senior Senator from 
Maryland. · I call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that that is the same 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
who made the observations which have 
previously been ref erred to, namely-

Therefore the argument that it is neces
sary to have 'special committees in order that 
·authority to subpena withnesses may be con
ferred is not sound, since such authority has 
now been given to the standing committees. 
That is an additional reason why no special 
committee rhould be created by the Con
gress. 

· Again, he said: 
But the question again comes down to 

this-and I shall not now argue it-that 
there is absolutely nothing, and in fact al
most minus nothing, if that is possible 
which a special committee purports 'to do 
that the standing committees are not au
thorized to do, equipped to do, and can do a 
great deal better than the special com
mittee. 

On January 15, 1947, the senior Sen
ator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] said this, 
in quoting the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
.]MORSE] as appears on page 344 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93,part 1: 

Hereafter the investigatory f.unction of 
Congress should be performed by its standing 
committees which have been empowered and 
equipped for the purpose, instead of reiying 
upon special investigating committees which 
are sporadic in nature and cannot introduce 
legislation to give effect to their recommen
dations. 

Mr. President, referring again to the 
distinguished senior Senator from Illi
nois .[Mr. LucAs], let me say that he was 
quoted as follows by the Se_nator from 
Florida on February 20, 1950, as appears 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on page 
1933. 

Then we shall eliminate the duplication 
of effort, waste of time, and waste of man
power which was unavoidable under the sys
tem which existed when we had special in
vestigating committees. 

Further, Mr. President, let me say that 
the following colloquy appears in the 
CONGRESSIONAL 'RECORD for February 20, 
1950, at page 1940. · 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President-
Mr. LucAs. I may say to my friend, I have 

only a few minut es. After the Legislative 
Reorganization Act was passed, the Senator 
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from Illinois tried to live up to the letter 
and spirit of the act, by voting against spe
cial committees. The Reorganization Act is 
plain on that score; it outlaws special com
m ittees. But the Reorganization Act has 
been violated many times since then. 

Mr. WHERRY rose. 
Mr. LucAs. I yield to the Senator from 

Nebraska. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I do not dis• 

agree with what the Senator has said up to 
this point. But the Legislative Reorganiza
tion Act does not outlaw special committees, 

Mr. LUCAS. I was under the impression it 
did. I still think it did. I took that posi
tion at the time. But, anyway-

The junior Senator from Florida made 
this further statement, as appears in the 
CONGRESSION.\L RECORD for February 20, 
1950, at page 1933. 

Mr. President, not only was this the posi
tion taken by the distinguished leaders on 
this side· of the aisle, but I call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that when the votes 
were taken on this measure, it appeared that 
all but three Members among the Democrats 
in the Senate at that time voted to stand by 
their then leader, the then distinguished 
senior Senator from Kentucky; and also by 
the distinguished senior Senator from Illi
nois, the whip at that time; and that with 
three exceptions, on both yea-and-nay votes 
taken on that legislation, first upon the so
called Tobey amendment, and, second, on 
the adoption of the resolution, there were 
only three Democrats then sitting in the 
Senate who did not go with the leadership 
and with the other leading Democrats, who 
had voiced their extreme disapproval of the 
custom and practice of setting up special 
committees, and of t he efficiency of such a 
system. I may say those three include the 
senior Senator from Montana, who is con
sistent in his continued opposition on the 
floor of the Senate. He is the only one who 
has been consistent, I may say, and I think, 
1n passing, we should all compliment him 
upon his consistency. The other two 
brethren among the Democrats who joined 
him in 1947 are no longer on the floor of the 
Senate. They were the then Senator from 
Texas, Mr. O'Daniel, and the then Senator 
from Tennessee, Mr. Stewart. So that the 
only Senator now serving as a Democrat who 
then took that position is the distinguished 
Senator from Montana, who quite consist
ently maintains his position; which, how
ever, flew in the face of the party's position 
taken by his leadership, and followed by 
nearly all members of ·the Democratic 
minority. 

The distinguished senior Senator from 
Illinois, on January 24, 1947, even voted 
against Senate Resolution 20, the small 
business special committee resolution. 

So., Mr. President, I submit that not 
only is there no need to bypass the 
standing committees of the Senate-and 
that is the first point of my opposition
but, in addition, there are prof orind rea
sons-as we may determine by studying 
the history of the La Follette-Monroney 
Legislative Reorganization Act and the 
provisions of that act, and in view of the 
qualifications of the standing committees 
and their staffs-for the superiority of 
the views so vigorously asserted on those 
previous occasions by the Senator from 
Illinois, as compared to the view which 
now apparently is asserted by him in 
connection with the Kefauver resolution, 
which was reported as a result of the 
action of the Democratic policy com
mittee. 

Mr. President, a third reason which I 
have for opposing the proposed creation 
of a special committee is that the spec1al 
committee will not be subject to the dis~ 
cipline under which a standing commit
tee would operate or to the oversight and 
superintendence to which a subcommit
tee of a standing committee would be 
subject. Obviously, if a special commit
tee is appointed consisting of five Mem
bers of the Senate, it is not a part of any 
other committee. It is true that some 
of its members are drawn from one com
mittee, and one or more of its members 
are drawn from another committee, but 
there is no committee which has any 
jurisdiction by way of discipline or over
sight or supervision with respect to the 
action which shall be taken by the spe
cial committee. The special committee 
would be sailing a sea in a ship of its 
own, without any supervision whatever 
or control from any of the regular 
committees. 

Contrast that, Mr. President, with the 
situation in one of the standing commit
tees. I know that in the Judiciary Com
mittee we hold hearings ordinarily once 
a week, or sometimes not quite so fre
quently, sometimes every 2 or 3 weeks; 
at other times, several times in 1 week. 
The · distinguished ·ranking member of 
the Judiciary Committee sits upon the 
.floor this afternoon in the absence of the 
chairman-who is in the West on an 
important mission of that committee, I 
may say-and he can testify, I am sure, 
as can also my distinguished friend from 
Tennessee, the author of the Kefauver 
resolution, who is a very capable and dis
tinguished member of the Judiciary 
Committee himself, as to the fact that, 
week after week and month after month, 
the subcommittees of the Judiciary 
Committee are subject to its jurisdiction, 
to its oversight, to frequent questioning 
as to progress which is being made, and 
sometimes even to what might amount 
to censure, sometimes to compliment, 
but certainly at all times, to the inde
pendent oversight not only by the chair
man, the distinguished Sena tor from 
Nevada, who has rendered great service 
to the committee, but by the committee 
as a whole; and this very fine quality, 
this very fine fact with respect to sub
committees of a standing committee 
would not exist in the case of a special 
committee. 

Mr. President, I shall group three other 
objections which I have to the creation of 
the special committee, and I want to say 
in fairness that they are taken verbatim 
from the language already used by my 
distinguished friend and seat mate, the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MoRsEJ. If I am not mistaken, they were 
adopted likewise by the Senator from 
Utah in quoting from my friend from 
Oregon. I quote these fourth, fifth, and 
sixth of my reasons for opposing the cre
ation of the special committee, taken 
from the statement made on January 13, 
1947, by the Senator from Oregon, as 
follows: 

The reformed Senate rules limit Senators. 
to service on two standing committees each 
so that they can meet their legislative re
sponsibilities more effectively. If, in addi-

tion, Senators are · appointed to serve on· 
special committees, the burdens of committee 
work will be correspondingly multiplied and 
the old evils of poor attendance and scattered 
attention will return. 

Creation of one or two special committees 
now will pave the way for the establishment 
of a rash of special committees with inevi
table duplication of the work of the standing 
committees and unnecessary large-scale ex
penditures. It might also lead to a revival 
of the use of staft' personnel borrowed from 
downtown departments with all the disad-
vantages of that practice. · . 

Creation of special committees to deal with 
subjects already assigned to standing com
mittees will also be a burden to, and impair 
the efficiency of, the executive agencies of 
the Government by requir ing their officials to 
repeat their testimony on the same subjects 
before several committees of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I think I am correct in 
the statement I am about to make. If I 
am not, I hope some Senator will be kind 
enough to correct me; · It is my under
standing that the only select or special 
committees the Senate now has are two; 
one, the Special Committee on the Re
constmction of the Senate Roof and Sky
lights and Remodeling of the Senate 
Chamber-and I am pleased to note that 
my es~eemed colleague, the junior Sena
tor from Missouri, is one of the Senators · 
who has served upon that special com
mittee-second, the Special Senate Com
mittee on Small Business, under the 
terms of Senate Resolution 58, members 
of which committee were appointed on 
April 10, 1950. Someone may say, "Well, 
there are committees on atomic energy 
and on printing." But I call attention to 
the fact that while there is a committee 
on printing and· a committee on atomic 
energy, each of the two last ·committees 
are joint committees, whose membership 
c01;1sists of Members ·of both Houses of 
the Congress. So, Mr. President, ·at this 
time, unless I am mistaken, the Senate 
has been very scrupulous in fallowing the 
rule of ·not creating special committees, 
and only for some special, outstanding 
reason are they created. 

We have had references here in some 
of the quoted observations of the Senator · 
from Illinois as to the nuniber of times 
the Senate has violated the Legislative 
Reorganization Ac_t. In the first place, 
one violation of it, so far as I can see; 
does not afford any basis for future vio
lations of it, and, in the second place, 
my memory fails to recall a great abun
dance of violations of the Legislative Re
organization Act. But the fact remains 
that, regardless of whether there have 
or have not been violations, there are, to
day so far as I know, only the two special 
existing committees of the Senate, which · 
I have mentioned. 

Mr. Presiqent, someone may raise the 
question-and it would be a very appro
priate one-whether the SenatOr who is 
now addressing the Senate himself voted 
for the .creation of the Special Commit
tee on Small Business. I want to say 
that he did so vote. I think it was proper 
that he should, and I am quite sure that 
if the situation were to arise again he 
would do so again. 

Mr. President, in the first place, it will 
be recalled, as shown by the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, at page 1943, of February 
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20, 1950, that under the terms of the so~ 
called Wherry resolution <S. Res. 58) a 
select committee was created with the 
following provision as to its duty: 

It shall be the duty of such committee to 
study and survey by means of research and 
investigation all problems of American small
business enterprises. 

A resolution was offered by the distin
guished Sena tor from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY], in 1947, to the effect that 
"the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency, or any duly authorized subcom
mittee thereof, is hereby authorized and 
directed to study and survey, by means of 
research, all the problems of American 
small-business enterprises.'' The Sen
ator who is now speaking voted against 
the resolution so presented by the Sen.:. 
ator from New Hampshire, and for Sen
ate Resolution 20, the so-called Wherry 
resolution. which authorized a special 
committee of 12 Senators to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate, to study, 
and so forth, all the problems of Ameri
can small business enterprises. 

Obviously, there are sound reasons for 
voting to create a committee to conduct 
a study and investigation of the problems 
of small business. The very content of 
its duty, namely, "to study and survey by 
means of research and investigation all 
problems of American small-business 
enterprises," indicates the vastness of 
the scope of the committee which should 
consider that subject. Obviously, there 
is no one committee of the Senate which 
has, and there are no two committees 
which have, legislative jurisdiction of 
all the problems of American small
business enterprises. For illustration, 
the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry has jurisdiction over the inspection 
of livestock and meat products, and over · 
the dairy industry. The Committee on 
Banking and Currency has jurisdiction 
over financial ·aid to commerce and in
dustry, with orie specific exceptton; it 
has jurisdiction over the control of prices 

'. of commodities and services. The Com
mittee on Finance has jurisdiction .over 
revenue measures, tariffs, and national 
social security. The Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce has 
jurisdiction over interstate commerce, 
and communications by telegraph, tele
phone, and radio. The Committee on 
the Judiciary has jurisdiction over the 
protection of trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monop
olies, and the Committee on Labor and 
Public Welfare has jurisdiction, among 
other things, over wages and hours of 
labor. 

Obviously, all these subjects to which 
I have referred, over which these half 
a dozen committees of the Senate have 
jurisdiction, are included within the 
term "all the problems of American 
small-business enterprises." 

Mr. President, it is entirely appropri
ate, to my mind, that a committee to 
study all-and I emphasize the word 
"all"-the problems of American small
business enterprises be not one of the 
standing committees, but shall be a spe
cial committee. 

In the case of the Kefauver resolution, 
however, there is no such diversity of 

subject matter as exists in the case of all 
the problems of small business. The 
subject matter of the Kefauver resolu
tion is the single one of the utilization 
of facilities or their operation in inter
state commerce, in furtherance of il
legal transactions and the results there
of, including the development of cor
rupting influences in violation of law. 
Therefore, Mr. President, there is no 
such argument in favor of the creation 
of a special committee in the case of the 
subject matter of the Kefauver resolu
tion-as there is in the case of the study 
of all the problems of American small
business enterprises, which problems go • 
into subject matters over which at least 
half a dozen of the committees · of the 
Senate, which I have me.ntioned, have . 
jurisdiction. · 

Mr. President, there is a further rea
son for just opposition to which such a 
committee, selected as provided in the 
Kefauver resolution, is subject, and that 
further reason is the conflict of tenden
cies between the members who are se
lected, at least in part, because of their 
membership on two committees with 
diverse jurisdiction. There are Senators · 
from the Interstate and Foreign Com
merce Committee who have given years 
of service in the Senate to the particular 
and peculiar problems of that commit
tee, and there are Senators, on the other 
hand, from the Judiciary Committee who 
have given years of service to the prob
lems of that committee, with obviously 
entirely different tendencies. Members 
selected from each such respective 
standing committee are obviously apt to 
be inclined to direct the investigation 
primarily along lines to which the com
mittee from which they emanate cus
tomarily devotes its attention. For ex
ample, if the members selected from the 
_Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com.:. 
mittee should be in the majority, there 
would be a strong tendency for the spe
cial committee .to emphasize primarily 
the . phases of commerce, communica
tion . by telegraph, teiephone, . or radio, 

·rather than to emphasize pr1.marily the · 
study ·of crime. ·· 

I take it that no one among us can 
have the slightest question that although 
there are som~ matters relevant to inter·
state commerce involvec;l in this study, 
the primary thing which is involved in 
the proposed study is crime. The very 
substitute resolution of the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee states that the 
special committee is authorized and 
directed to make a full and complete 
study and investigation of whether or
ganized crime utilizes the facilities of 
interstate commerce or otherwise op
erates in interstate commerce in further
ance of any transactions which are in 
violation of the laws of the United States 
or of the State in which the transact ions 
occur, and so forth, and so forth, includ
ing the question, Mr. President, whether 
or not organized crime utilizes such in
terstate facilities or otherwise operates in 
interstate commerce for the development 
of corrupting influences in violation of 
the laws of the United States or of the 
laws of any State. 

There can be no question .that the pre
dominant thought in the Kefauver reso~ 
lution is the subject of the investigation 
of the activities of organized crime. It 
is true that the mention of interstate 
commerce exists in the resolution, and 
it is perfectly clear to every Member of 
the Senate why it is placed in the reso
lution. It is because of the fact that the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
have no jurisdiction over crime as .such 

.in the State .of West Virginia or in the 
State of Michigan or in the State of 
Missouri. . Those are local matters, un
less there is some basis of Federal juris-· 
diction, Federal interference in Federal 
matters. The transmission of informa
tion and the transmission of machines 
.which are capable of illegal.use are mat
ters which are within the interstate com
merce powers of the Federal Govern
ment. But to say that this resolution 
can have anything as its primary object 
other than the study of the activities of 
organized crime .is to overlo.ok the entire 
basis on which the resolution proceeds. 

The distinguished Senator from Ten
.nessee has himself done a most excellent 
job, assisted by one of th_e members of 
the staff of the Judiciary Commit tee, Mr. 
Green, to whom I pay tribute at this 
moment-I think I see him in the Cham
ber at this time-for placing in the re- . 
port of the Senate Committee on. the 
Judiciary illustrations which emphasize 
the importance of the investigation of 
-crime. · 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent- that th.ere be ·inserted in the REC
ORD, at the conclusion of my remarks, a 
copy, first, of the report .of the Judiciary_ 
Committee to the Senate with respect to 
Senate Resoluti9n 202; and second, a 
copy of the report of the Senate .. Com.- -
·mittee on Rules and Administration with 
-respect to Senate Resolution 202. . · 
. The PRESIDING~ OFFICER. With-

. out objection, it is so ordered .. 
· <See exhibits 1 and 2.) · 
· Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, the 
plan here proposed by the Senator -fro.m 
Tennessee is not · his iaitial thought, l;>e .. 
cause in his initial thought he had . in 
mind the Judiciary Committee. He sub-· 
mitted a -resolution in that form to the 
Senate and it was referred to the Judi
ciary Committee. He ser·ved as the 
chairman of a subcommittee of the Judi
ciary Committee, and he approved and 
advocated the resolution which gives 
this function to the Judiciary Committee --
or a subcommittee thereof. But in
fluenced, undoubtedly, by good motives
! have no question of his entire integrity 
of motive-influenced by the fact that 
the Democratic policy committee, for 
some reason best known to itself, has 
undertaken to bring forward a resolu
tion to combine in this hybrid type of 
treatment members from two commit
tees, for the committee is to be composed, 
if the resolution be adopted, of members 
not only of the Judiciary Committ ee, but 
of the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

Mr. President, as I have indicated, I 
fear, repetitiously, this afternoon, there 
is no assurance at all as to which of the 
two committees, the Committee on the 
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Judiciary, or the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce, will fur
nish the greater number of members of 
the special committee if it shall be au
thorized. Suppose it shall · develop that 
three of the members of the special com
mittee shall be derived from the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce: Is there any question of doubt 
that there will be a strong tendency for 
the special committee to emphasize pri
marily the phases of commerce, com
munication by telegraph, telephone, and 
radio, rather than to emphasize primar
ily the study of crime? 

Mr. President, there sits in the Senate 
this afternoon a Senator who is pecu
liarly qualified to serve upon a commit
tee of this type. I hope he will take no 
offense at my having something to say 
with respect to his peculiar qualifica
tions, h is outstanding qualifications. 

I should like to read at this point the 
contents of an editorial appearing in the 
Washington Post of April 13, 1950, which 
was just 2 days after the action of the 
Democratic policy committee, after a 
lengthy meeting, recommended this 
combination special 5-man committee, 
to which the Senator from Illinois re
f erred. I quote from the editorial en
t itled, "Crime Probe," published in the 
Washington Post ori. April 13, 1950: 

CRIME PROBE 
It is now apparent that the Senate made a 

serious mistake in assigning the administra
t ion's two crime bills to the Interstate Com
merce Committee. To be sure, they involve 
control of the instrumentalities of interstate 
commerce for the suppression of crime. But 
general legislation dealing with crime usually 
goes to the Judiciary Committee, and the 
present situation is clearly one demanding a 
thorough investigation into criminal activity 
of Nation-wide concern. In other words, the 
conflict of jurisdiction between the commit
tees ought to have been resolved, in our opin
ion, in favor of the Judiciary Committee, 
which proposes to do a thorough and compre
hensive job. 

The compromise offered by Majority Leader 
LUCAS and accepted on TUesday by the Demo
cratic policy committee is unfortunate for a 
number of reasons. 

This is not the Senator from Missouri 
speaking. This is a quotation from the 
Washington Post. I continue reading: 

It would set up a special committee with 
members drawn from both Judiciary and 
Interstate Commerce. The effect would be a 
division of responsibility, loss of discipline 
over the committee, and creation of a new 
precedent for special investigatory units con
trary to the sound policy followed in recent 
years of keeping investigations within the 
standing committees. The ease with which 
this reform appears to have been abandoned 
by the senatorial leadership is certain to be 
disillusioning to those who are seeking fur
ther improvement of congressional ma
chinery. 

Vice President BARKLEY has been given a 
free hand in selection of the proposed five
man special committee. Presumably this 
means that the committee will be headed by 
Senator KEFAUVER, who has sponsored an in
vestigation of the comprehensive type. That 
is all to the good. Senator KEFAUVER is as 
able as he is fearless and, in addition, the 
country has reason to be confident of his 
sincerity in seeking a thorough investigation. 

I ask Senators to listen to what follows 
in this editorial, which was published in 
the Washington Post 2 days after the 

action taken by the Democratic policy 
committee: 

But it is also assumed that this turn of 
events will keep Senator FERGUSON off the 
committee, and this seems to us a grave miS
take. We have often disagreed with Sena
tor FERGUSON, but we recognize that he is 
one of the most persistent, thorough, and 
relentless investigators in the Senate. His 
special training in this field entitles him to a 
place on the committee; and if he should be 
excluded, the committee would begin its 
work under a suspicion that the Senate is 
afraid to expose a complete picture of inter
state criminal operations. 

If this task is worth doing, it is worth 
• doing well. Even a suspicion of whitewash 

in drawing up the resolution or in selecting 
the personnel would be a serious disservice 
to the cause of exposing and suppressing 
criminal gangs. 

That is the observation made by the 
editorial in the Washington Post, and it 
refers to the possibility of the Senator 
from Michigan being left off the com
mittee. Of course there can be no as
surance, if the Committee on the Judi
ciary has charge of the investigation, 
that the Senator from Michigan will be 
on the committee. That would be a mat
ter for the determination, I presume, tn 
the first place, of the chairman of the 
committee, but certainly subject, I as
sume, to the approval of the entire Com
mittee on the Judiciary. Nor is it at all 
certain that the distinguished Vice Pres
ident would fail to appoint the Senator 
from Michigan on the committee. Ob
viously, however, what pervades the pub
lic mind generally is along the line indi
cated in this editorial: "This turn of 
events will keep Senator FERGUSON off the 
committee." I think the public would 
agree with the editorial writer in say
ing: "This seems to us a grave mistake.'• 

I had the pleasure of reading Mr. David 
Lawrence's column published in the 
Washington Evening Star on Wednes
day, April 12, 1950, and I should like to 
quote a portion of it at this point. The 
article was published the day after the 
action taken by the Democratic Policy 
Committee. Mr. Lawrence points out 
what is apt to be felt, whether truthfully 
or untruthfully, whether correctly or in
correctly, by the people of the Nation if 
the so-called Kefauver substitute should 
be adopted. I read from his column, as 
follows: 
BEHIND-SCENE MOVES COULD CAUSE POLITICAL 

CRIME PROBE SCANDAL--BIG CITY MACHINES 
SEEN TRYING TO DELAY INQUmY ON INTER
STATE RACKETS 

(By David Lawrence) 
Strange things are happening behind the 

scenes in the Democratic Party in Con~ress 
which may have a bearing on what could 
prove to be the worst political scandal in a 
generation. 

Who is trying to squelch the congressional 
investigation of gambling and interstate 
rackets? What are the Democratic machines 
in the big cities trying to do to limit the 
inquiry, to delay it, and possibly to frustrate 
a thorough investigation of the tie-up be
tween party politics in America and the worst 
vice rings that this country has encountered 
since the black days of the prohibition era? 

The maneuvering in Congress as to what 
kind of investigating committee should be 
appointed, who shall sit on it and what its 
scope shall be looks very suspicious. 

Why, for instance, has the Democratic 
Party, in a formal conference of its policy 

members, decided to violate the prececlent 
which was established when tile La Follett e
Monroney law was passed fipecifying that, 
when investigations are voted, they must be 
conducted not by special commit tees but 
by the regular committees charged with 
drafting legislation developed by an inquiry? 

POSITION REVERSED 
For many months now the Democratic 

leaders in Congress have fought against · 
special committees and argued that the regu
lar committees must do the investigating. 
Now this position has been reversed. Ignor
ing the demands of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, which logically should conduct 
the investigation of crime-

Note that, Mr. President--
Ignoring the demands of the Senate Ju

diciary Committee, which logically should 
conduct the investigation of crime, a reso
lution has been decided on by the adminis
traton leaders which would limit the com
mittee to only five members. Three of these 
would be Democrats. They would not nec
essarily be selected from the Judiciary Com
mittee but would be appointed by Vice Presi
dent BARKLEY, which means that the appoint
ments are bound to be political. 

The test Will be what Republicans w111 be 
permitted to sit on the special committee 
if it is ever appointed-for it looks as if 
there is a concerted movement afoot to de
lay the inquiry's start so that it cannot ga
ther much information prior to the congres
sional elections this autumn. 

Mr. President, let me read one more 
sentence from this article: 

Why is it that, in a matter of crime and 
law violation, anybody in the Senate should 
try to fix so early a date as July 31 as the 
day on which the investigation must be 
concluded? 

Mr. President, I think the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEPPEL] 
gave us the answer to that yesterday 
when he pointed out that this report is 
intended to be only a partial report of 
the committee. 

What are the Democratic leaders afraid 
of? Do they fear that the investigation will 
probe too deeply into the big rackets in New 
York, Chicago, Kansas City, Los Angeles, 
and the major centers of crime in America. 
today?-

And so forth and so on, frorr_ Mr. Law
rence. 

Mr. President, these indicate something 
of what the public feeling is apt to be 
if in the instant case we shall violate the 
well-established rule, established not only 
by the La Follette-Monroney law, the 
Legislative Reorganization Act, but es
tablished by sound :reason, proclaimed by 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Illinois himself before the La Follette
Monroney Act was passed, as I quoted 
him this afternoon, that the regular 
standing committees of the Senate should 
handle matters of this type. 

Mr. President, I read yesterday after
noon this observation from Newsweek, 
which is a well-known publication, re
ferring, as it does, to Senate Resolution 
202. It says: 

STRATEGY 
What worried the Democrats was the pos

sibility that FERGUSON'S experience would 
make him the strongest man on the sub::om
mittee. Since most big city political ma
chines are controlled by Democrats, the fear 
grew that the subcommittee's findings could 
well be used against the administration in 
the coming crucial election. 
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When 2 weeks ago, Senator En JOHNSON, 

chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com
mittee, introduced two antigambling bills, 
the worried Democrats found a way out of 
their dilemma. Ostensibly to reconcile the 
clashing jurisdictions of the two commit
tees, the Democratic policy group last week 
decided on a five-man special committee
three Democrats and two Republicans-to be 
~,ppointed by Vice President ALBEN BARKLEY. 

In this way, less able R~publican investi
gators could be named. "We just don't want 
to have any part of FERGUSON," said one top 
Democrat. "He'd move the thing into Kan
sas City and New York and we'd never get 
him out of there." With FERGUSON out of 
the way, the Democratic Party could con
tinue to be against sin-with considerably 
less risk. 

Certainly, this body, and Congress as 
a whole, do not want to embark on an 
investigation of the type and impor
tance of the one now proposed, which 
may have ramifications in every great 
city, yes, and in some of the smaller 
places, perhaps not in cities exclusively 
at all with suspicions of this kind, and 
I can multiply them with numerous oth
ers, as Sc1ators all realize, from pub
lications which we have all seen. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that following the other exhibits 
which have already been introduced by 
me may be set forth at the conclusion of 
my remarks the rules of committee pro:.. 
cedure for the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary. The importance of the ex
hibit, I think, is indicated by the fact that 
the rules indicate something of the su
pervision, something of the efficiency, 
which may reasonably be expected from 
the action taken by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DOUGLAS in the chair). Is there objec
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

<See exhibit 3.) 
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I was 

referring a few minutes ago to the jun
ior Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERGU
SON], whom I do not see on the floor at 
the moment. I have no basis for know
ing what the intention of the distin
guished Vice President is. I should cer
tainly not ask him what his intentions 
may be in the event the resolution shall 
be passed. I have the greatest confi
dence in the Vice President. I esteem 
his friendship, and we are greatly hon
ored, in my opinion, by having a man 
of his type and integrity among us, and 
presiding over us. 

I desire to submit most respectfully, 
if I may, either to him or to the chair
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
or to whomever may be the appointive 
power or whatever committee shall be 
appointed, regardless of · which one of 
the resolutions shall be adopted, that 
it would be a very decided mistake to 
leave off of the committee the distin
guished junior Senator from Michigan. 
He is a graduate of the University of 
Michigan, a graduate of the .Law School 
in 1913. He served as a practicing at
torney in Detroit, Mich., until 1929, when 
he was appointed to the Wayne County 
Circuit Court bench. 

As a member of the bench, he also 
served as a professor of law at_ the De-

troit College of Law, teaching courses 
in common law and procedure. The 
Senate is presided over at the moment 
by the-junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DouGLAS], a distinguished member of the 
teaching profession, an author, a gen
tleman, a statesman, who I have no 
doubt would highly regard the prof es
sional work of the distinguished junior 
Senator from Michigan as a professor in 
the Detroit College of Law. 

In August, 1939, the junior Senator 
from Michigan was selected by his cir
cuit court colleagues to undertake a so
called one-man grand jury investigation 
of gambling, of graft and corruption in 
Detroit and Wayne County, Mich._ The 
Michigan law provides, rather uniquely, 
so far as I know, for a circuit court judge 
to act as grand jury, with full power. 
I understand he names his own investi
gative and legal staff, and acts in ac
cordance with the proceedures of a grand 
jury. . 

The Ferguson grand jury in Detroit 
operated for more than two years. Its 
activities included taking 20,000,000 
words of testimony, from 6,000 witnesses, 
resulting in a series of more than ·360 
indictments and convictions of such 
prominent individuals as a former Mayor 
of Detroit, a Wayne County prosecuting 
attorney, a sheriff, a Detroit superin- . 
tendent of police, three city councilmen, 
innumerable police officials, county offi
cers, and lesser political figures. 

The record of that campaign against 
civic corruption and the alliance of 
crime and politics in Michigan, brought 
Judge Ferguson into national promi
nence, and in my jl.J..dgment was in no 
small measure responsible for the nomi
nation and election of this great states
man, as he is, to the uhited States Sen
ate, as a fear less and incorruptible public 
official. 

On his election to the Senate, Mr. FER
GUSON ·was immediately assigned to the 
War Investigating Committee, under the 
chairmanship of the then distinguished 
Sena tor from . Missouri, the Honorable 
Harry Truman, now President of the 
United States. Senator FERGUSON has 
been publicly praised on many occasions 
for his contributions to the work of the 
War Investig·ating Committee. 

He was selected as a member of the 
Joint Committee To Investigate the At;. 
tack on Pearl Harbor, and in that in
vestigation, I am sure all Senators will 
agree, he proved to be a relentless prober 
after the full record of facts. 

When the War Investigating Commit
tee expired, under the terms of the Legis
lative Reorganization Act, under which 
we are now operating, an investigating 
subcommittee was established in the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex
ecutive Departments, and the Senator 
from Michigan was made chairman of 
that subcommittee. 

Under the rules which prevent a mem
ber of the minority party from serving 
on more than two standing committees, 
the junior Senator from Michigan was 
forced to resign from the Senate Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments and its investigating sub
committee, with the opening of the 
El.ghty-first Congress. 

· . The Senator . from Michigan now 
serves on the Committee on Appropria
tions of the Senate, which certainly has 
a wide range of duties, and is not only 
a fine educational institution, so to 
speak, for its members, but gives them 
the opportunity for wide, detailed, and 
profound knowledge of the Government 
and its various activities. 

The Senator from Michigan served 
also, as I have indicated, I believe, on 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I 
can testify, and do testify, from my own 
personal observati-0n of his work, that 
he is an invaluable member of that com
mittee. He is tireless, he is diligent, he 
has a high intelligence, he is willing to 
spaak his mind, and he is a fine lawyer. 

My understanding is that altogether 
during his term in the Senate the junior 
Senator from Michigan has been either 
responsible for or a prime mover in more 
than 60 major investigations, most of 
them under the old War Investigating 
Committee. 

My understanding is that some of the 
recent congressional investigations in 
which he played .an important part are 
the fallowing: 

First. The Erie Basin Metals investi
gation, which revealed the corrupt pra.c
tices of the Garsson brothers and o~ 
Representative -Andrew J. May, and re
sulted in jail sentences for some or pos
sibly all of them. 

Second. The North American Avia
tion, of Dallas, Tex., investigation, which 
revealed a waste in manpower, and 
which resulted in freeing 10,000 workers 
for other employment in the aircraft 
industry. 

Third. The Pacific shipping situation. 
It appears that approximately 190 mer
chant ships, usable in world commerce 
or for the return of service personnel to 
the United States and costing the Gov
ernment $380,000 a day .to maintain, 
were found idle in the Pacific immedi
ately after VJ-day. Action initiated by 
this investigation resulted in the return 
of more than half the ships within 90 
days. 

I digress to say, Mr. President, that I 
am not claiming that the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan did all this alone. 
Of course, he acted in cooperation with 
his brethren on the committees. But 
from my knowledge of him, as I have 
seen him operate in the Committee on 
the Judiciary and upon the floor of the 
Senate, I believe we will find it fair to 
assume that he was carrying his full 
share · of the load in these various 
matters. 

The fourth investigation to which i 
ref er in which he had a part was that 
of the strategic war reserve, in connec .. 
tion with which the investigation re
vealed the unnecessary stock piling by 
the military of $850,000,000 of civilian
type goods which were immediately de
clared surplus and for sale, thus to enter 
the civilian economy and return millions 
of dollars to the Treasury. 

The fifth item to which attention is 
called is· the matter of renegotiation of 
contracts. Numerous investigations re
sulted in recommendations of policy and 
legislation whose dollar value to the Gov
ernment is incalculable. 
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The relations of former Senator Theo
dore G. Bilbo, now deceased, to war con
tractors is the sixth item. No Senator 
who was a Member of the Senate at the 
time of the conclusion of Senator Bilbo's 
membership will fail to recall in gen
eral the circumstances •with respect to 
Senator Bilbo. I do not mean the 
specific situation, because I myself am 
not familiar with the matter of the war 
contractors, but we know something of 
the general situation into which the Sen
ator from Michigan undoubtedly was 
placed. 

The seventh item to which I call at
tention is the irregular relations with war 
contractors of a certain Representative 
from the State of Washington, the rev
elations concerning which resulted in 
his defeat. 

The eighth matter to which I call at
tention, in which the junior Senator 
from Michigan, as I understand had a 
part in investigating, was the Can:ol 
project, which revealed the $146,000,000 
cost of the project, and also the inad
visability of the pipe line to Canadian 
oil fields. The investigation resulted in 
suspending $7,000,000 actually allocated 
for further prospecting and exploration. 

The ninth item is the matter of the 
Inter-American Highway. I understand 
that an investigation revealed the ill
advised project for not merely one high
way, but parallel highway systems 
through Central America, to be con
structed at enormous expense, and in the 
midst of the war effort. Further ex
penditures on the project were blocked, 
except upon assurances of closest super
vision of the construction and maximum 
efficiency in maintenance. 

The tenth item is the investigation of 
Hughes Aircraft and Gen. Bennett E. 
Meyers, concerning which our memories 
are yet fresh. The investigation re
vealed irregularities and weaknesses in 
the aircraft procurement inspection pro
gram and the improper wartime activi
t ies of General Meyers. As a result of 
the investigation, the Air Force has re
vamped its inspection program in pro
curement; General Meyers was sen
tenced to prison for subornation of per
jury; and the disclosure of the nature of 
General Meyers' retirement on a disabil
ity pension resulted in an overhauling of 
the Army and Navy retirement systems. 

The next item. No. 11, relates to the 
Arabian-American Oil Co. The investi
gation revealed overcharges on sales of 
oil to the Navy in excess of $30,000,000. 

Item No. 12: I have referred already, 
Mr. President, to the investigation of the 
Pearl Harbor disaster. By reason of the 
vigorous efforts and questioning by the 
junior Senator from Michigan, the in
quiry brought out the most complete rec
ord available to the public for an ap
praisal of responsibility for the disaster; 
pointed out the paramount need for a 
candid foreign policy; and pointed out 
the need for a revised Intelligence Serv
ice, which resulted in establishment of 
the Central Intelligence Agency. 

Item No. 13: I come now to a further 
item in which the junior Senator from 
Michigan has rendered distinguished 
service. I refer to a matter with which 
my colleague, tl_le junior Senator from 

Missouri [Mr. KEMJ is thoroughly f amil
iar, and as to which he has addressed 
the Senate on more than one occasion, 
including the remarks made by him yes
terday, on the subject of the Kansas City 
vote fraud. The preliminary investiga
tion was made by a subcommittee of the 
·committee on the Judiciary, in connec
tion with which the junior Senator from 
Michigan rendered outstanding service. 

The fourteenth item to which I call 
attention relates to export licenses. A 
preliminary inquiry resulted in freezing 
licenses for shipping certain heavy ma
chine goods to Russia. Later inquiries 
revealed frauds and costly inefficiency, 
which had permitted large-scale exports 
of such items as nails and soil pipe while 
they were in critical short supply at 
home. 

Item No. 15: Finally, I call attention 
to the loyalty program. This investiga
tion centered about the testimony of 
Elizabeth Bentley, a confessed Russian 
spy, that there had been a Communist 
espionage ring in Government circles. 
The question of whether the Govern
ment's loyalty program was working to 
rid Government of subversive elements 
was tested by the case of William W. 
Remington. He had held a series of im
portant governmental positions while 
under surveillance by the FBI and a 
Federal grand jury for subversive ac
tivities. The inquiry into the Reming
ton case was blocked by a presidential 
directive which withheld key Govern
ment files, but the Ferguson committee 
was able to make a report recommending 
certain invaluable improvements in the 
loyalty program. 

Therefore, Mr. Presidem;, I very re
spectfully call the attention of the Vice 
President and of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary and the 
chairman of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce, to the out
standing nature of the qualifications of 
this one member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, namely, the junior Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON). I 
trust it will not be considered inap.pro-

. priate or in any sense offensive that this 
comment has come from the floor of the 
Senate with respect to our distinguished 
colleague. 

Mr. President, in conclusion I take the 
position, first, that I am strongly in favor 
of the Committee on the Judiciary reso
lution, Senate Resolution 202, submitted 
by the distinguished junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER] on January 
5, 1950, now on the calendar of the Sen
ate. I am in favor of it with the two 
amendments indicated, namely, to strike 
out the limitation of t ime within which 
the report of the committee shall be filed, 
and also to increase the amount of the 
expense allowance to $100,000. I am in 
:favor of it. I hope we can secure action 
on it. I realize that at the moment we 
are talking under the head of the ECA 
program. But to my mind it is of high
est importance that at a very early mo
ment there be action taken affirmatively 
upon Senate Resolution 202, the resolu
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which provides that the Committee on 
the Judiciary, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and 

directed to make a. full and complete 
study and investigation of activities of 
organized crime, the effects thereof, and 
so forth, of questions as to whether or 
not organized crime is utilizing inter
state. facilities, or otherwise operating 
in interstate commerce, for the develop
ment of corrupt influences, in violation 
of the laws of the United States or the 
laws of any State. 

Mr. President, I am equally opposed to 
the Kefauver substitute-not to the orig
inal document-submitted by the Sena
tor from Tennessee. The Senator from 
Tennessee did not propose, independ
ently of the action of the Democratic 
Policy Committee, any such proposition 
as is now before us in the substitute. 

I am opposed to the program which 
the Democratic Policy Committee has 
brought forth as a compromise to meet 
a situation which does not exist, namely, 
the danger of two duplicating investiga
tions under the two resolutions, Senate 
Resolution 202 and Senate Resolution 
249. Mr. President, the danger does not 
exist. We have not adopted Senate 
Resolution 249, and there is no obliga
tion on us requiring us to do so. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the 
special committee on the general propo
sition, first. that there is no need to by
pass standing committees; that the 
standing committees, with their power of 
.subpena, their investigatory power, their 
ability to exercise a high degree of 
watchfulness, and with all the facilities 
of a staff, members of which are chosen 
solely on the ground of merit, and with
out regard to political considerations, 
are amply able to conduct such an in
vestigation as is proposed. The stand
ing committees are able to do all that it 
is sought here to have the special .com
mittee .do. Therefore, Mr. President, 
there is no need to bypass the standing 
committees. 

.In the second . place, I oppose the 
Kefauver substitute because the special 
committee would violate the . intent of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act. To 
substantiate that contention, I have pro
duced before the Senate this afternoon 
witness after witness of undeniable 
ability and undeniable knowledge, 
headed up, I may say, by the distin
guished senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LUCAS], as to his views respecting 
the intent of the Legislative Reorganiza
tion Act~ in the case of the senior Sena tor 
from Illinois not only as to the intent of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act, but 
as to the sound reason which existed 
even before the Reorganization Act was 
passed. 

Then, Mr. President, I have pointed 
out that a special committee would not 
be subject to the discipline to which a 
standing committee would be subject. 

I have pointed out the lack of efficiency 
of a special committee. 

I have pointed out the precedent which 
the appointment of such a special com
mittee would com:titute; and in · that 
connection I have referred to the fact, as 
was so picturesquely stated by the Sena
tor from Oregon, that it might very well 
result ln a rash of other special investi
gating committees. 
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Mr. President, with all. these reasons 

opposed to the appointment of the pro
posed special committee-the {act that 
the Senate itseJf has found it inadvis
able to have special committees, and has 
only two special committees at this time, 
so far as I know, namely, one to be in 
charge of the reconstruction of the roof 
of this Chamber, and the other the 
Special Committee on Small Business, a 
subject comprising such vast and com
prehensive problems that obviously they 
cannot be handled by even two r.om
mittees-it is of the highest importance, 
from the standpoint of prin,ciple and 
precedent in the Senate, that we should 
not appoint the proposed special com
mittee. 

Mr. President, I shall close my discus
·sion of the proposeµ special committee 
by referring to a further fact which 
exists in this specific, instant case; 
namely, that if the proposal for the ap
pointment of the special committee is 
adopted, the general public obviously will 
be inclined to feel that the writer of the 
article in Newsweek is· correct, that David 

·Lawrence is correct, tliat .the Washing
: ton Post is correct, that the numerous 
other newspaper writers · are correct, 
when they say that the appointment of 
the proposed special committee will cre
ate on the part of the public a suspicion 
with respect to the sincerity of the in
quiry. 

I reaiize the integrity of the distin
guished Sena tor from Tennessee. .He is 
a valued friend of mine. We belong to 
an organization in which both of us take 
great pride; I refer to the Kappa Sigma 
fraternity. I think I may say with 
reasonable accuracy that we are close 
friends. I have great confidence in him. 

On the other hand, we do not want to 
handicap him, if he is to be the chairman 
of the special committee-and I think it 
is safe to say that he will be, if it is ap
pointed-by creating in the mind of the 
public the belief that the special com
mittee is created in order to whitewash 
the investigation and in order to keep 
off the committee making the investiga
tion a Senator who has demonstrated 
conspicuous investigative ability; name
ly, the junior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. FERGUSON]. 

So, Mr. President, with the request 
that the President of the Senate and my 
colleagues in the Senate will pardon me 
for the length of time I have consumed, I 
strongly advocate, first, the adoption of 

· Senate Resolution 202 with the amend
ments I have advocated; and with equal 
strength I oppose the adoption of the 
Kefauver amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. 

ExHmIT 1 
[S. Rept. No. 1317) 

INTERSTATE GAMBLING 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the resolution (S. Res. 202) au
thorizing and directing the Committee on 
the Judiciary, or any duly authorized sub
committee thereof, to make a full and com
plete study and investigation of interstate 
gambling and racketeering activities and of 
the m anner in which the facilities of inter
state commerce are made a vehicle of organ
ized crime, having considered the same, re
port f avorably thereon, with amendments, 
and recommend that the resolution, as 
amended, do pass. 

AMENDME~TS 

l. On page l, beginning with line 4, strike 
out ail down to and including the period ·on 
line 6 and insert in lieu thereof the follow
ing: "of whether organized crime utilizes 
the facilities of interstate commerce or ot her
wise operates in interstate commerce in fur
therance of any transactions which are in 
violation of the law of the United States or 
.of. the State in which the transactions occur, 
and, if so, the manner and extent to which, 
and the identity of the persons, firms, or cor
porations by which such utilization is being 
made, what facilities are being used, and 

·whether or not organized crime utilizes such 
interstate facilities or otherwise operates in 
interstate commerce for the development of 
corrupting influences in violation of law of 
the United States or of the laws of any State: 
Provided, however, That nothing contained 
herein shall authorize (1) the recommenda
tion of any change in the laws of the several 
States relative to gambling, or (2) any pos
sible interference with the .rights of the 
several States to prohibit, legalize, or in any 
way regulate gambling within their borders. 
For the purpose of this resolution, the term 
'State' includes the District of Columbia or 
any Territory or possession of the United 
States."-

2. On page 2, line 3, strike out the figures 
· "$50,000" and insert in lieu thereof the figures 
"$100,000." 

PURPOSE OF AMENDMENTS 

The purpose of amendment No. 1 is two
fold. First, it is intended to define more 
clearly the intent of the resolution and to 
make it clear that tho investigation author-

. ized hereunder may go into fields other than 
gambling. Second, it is the view of the com
mittee that the investigation herein author
ized should not be conducted for the purpose 
of passing on the merits or lack of merits 
of gambling and should not be used for the 

,...purpose .of interfering with the rights of the 
several States to prohibit or legalize gambling 
within the borders of such States. 

Amendment No .. 2 is ~esigned to provide 
for an amount which the committee believe 
is the minimum necessary to conduct the 
proposed legislation in a suitable and proper 
manner. 

PURPOSE 

The purpose of the proposed resolution, 
as amended, is to authorize and direct the 
Committee on the Judiciary, or any duly 
authorized subcommittee thereof, to make 
a full and complete study and investigation 
of whether organized crime utilizes the fa
cilities of interstate commerce or otherwise 
operates in interstate commerce in further
ance of any transactions which are in viola
tion of the law of the United States or of 
the State in which the transactions occur, 
and, if so, the manner and extent to which, 
and the identity of the persons, firms, or cor
porations by which such utilization is being 
made, what facilities are being. used, ·and 
whether or not organized crime utilizes such 
interstate facilities or otherwise operates in 
interstate commerce for the development of 
corrupting influences in violation of law of 
the United States or of the laws of any State, 
subject to the proviso that "nothing con
tained herein shall .authorize (1) the recom
mendation of any change in the laws of the 
several States relative to gambling, or (2) 
any possible interference with the rights of 
the several States to prohibit, legalize, or in 

· any way regulate gambling within their bor
ders." 

For the purpose of the resolution, the term 
"State" is to include the District of Colum
bia or any Territory or possession of the 
United States. The resolution would instruct 
the committee to report its findings, together 
with its recommendations for such legisla
tion as it may deem advisable, to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable date, and would 
authorize the employment, upon a tempo-

rary basis, of such technical, clerical, and 
other assistants as the committee deems ad
visable. 

The expenses of the committee under the 
·resolution, as amended, would be limited to 
.$100,000. 

STATEMENT 

The resolution (S. Res. 202, as amended) 
is based largely on averments contained in 
various newspaper articles, editorials, maga
zine articles, and material from crime com
missions. Such averments indicate to the 
committee that it is desirable that the au
thority and direction specified in Senate Res
·olution 202, as amended, be respect ively 
granted and issued. 

It is to be noted that the subsequent 
mat erial herein set forth ·deals primarily 
with organized gambling of an interstate 
charact er, but, · there is also mentioned 
prostitution, narcotics, loan-shark rackets 
swindling schemes, organized murder, and 
extortion rackets, plying upon legitimate 
business and labor in many different fields. 
The committee is of the opinion that al
though, as stated before, the subsequent 
articles deal primarily with gambling of an 
interstate character, there is reason to be
lieve that interstate commerce may be u sed 
in furtherance of other organized criminal · 
activities, and fqr that reason the -commit
tee believe that the ~esolut~on, as amended, 
.should include not only gambling of an 
illegal nature, but any ·other criminal 
activity participated in through the use of 
interstate commerce. . 

. The second progress report of the Special 
Crime Study Commission on Organized 
Crime of the State of California., on page 8, 
states as follows: · 

"It seems necessary, even in ·a .progress 
report, to include at least a brief explana
tion of what the commission considers is 

.embraced within the. term 'organized crime·.' 
Without such a startling point the whole 
direction of the commission's 1nvestii!a
tions and activities, and the reasons a°nd 
basis for the commission's findings and rec
ommendations remain obscure. 

"Simply stated, organized crime is what 
the term implies. It is the activity of a 
group of persons working together for the 
express purpose of more effectively accom
plishing criminal acts against society. By 
organizing, criminals are able to secure 
greater immunity from the law, a wider field 
for operations, monopolistic control over 
specific types of ' criminal activity, and of 
course, greater profits. The emergence and 
development during the past 20 years of 
criminal syndicates extending throughout 

· our entire country is recognized by crim
inologists as the most prominent, the most 
threatening, and the least understood fea
ture of our national crime problem. 

"The problem of organized crime in Cali
fornia cannot be considered separately from 
the national problem. The central feature 

-is the spread of national criminal organi
zations and syndicates into California. Un
less the general outlines of the picture of 
nationally organized crime are understood, 
it is impossible to detect the presence', 
activities, and methods ·of the most I!lenac
ing criminal organizations in our State. 

"The great and dangerous criminals of 
today are not the publicized desperadoes of 
the newspapers, magazines, and radio, such 
as John Dillinger. 'Baby Face' Nelson, and 
'Machine Gun' Kelley. The great and truly 
dangerous criminals of the present are the 
directing heads of the syndicates in control 
of bookmaking, slot machines, organized 
gambling, prostitution, n arcotics, the loan
shark racket, swindling schemes, organ ized 

. murder, and the host of extortionate rackets 
plying upon legitimate business and labor 
in many different fields-men who are al
most unknown to the public and whose 
n ames never appear currently on any police 

' blotters. · Criminals - of this latter type _ are 
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always diffi.cult to identify. An inevitable 
effect of organization is to clothe the activi
ties and participation of the leaders in 
secrecy. The director£ and master minds · of 
organized crime are seldom apprehended or 
arrested. They live peacefully and luxuri
antly, enjoying a full sense of security, and 
with complete confidence that they will not 
be disturbed in their criminal activities. 
Their only real fear is concerned with the 
ambitions and competition of rival mob
sters." 

The Federal Government through the Of
fice of the Attorney General of the United 
States has also interested itself in the sub
ject, as is indicated in an article from the 
San Francisco Chronicle, dated January 11, 
1950, which in part states as follows: 

"McGrath announced that the annual 
United States Attorneys' . Conference on 
February 16 will be attended by four groups 
representing local authorities active in the 
drive against bookies, numbers operators, 
slot-machine kings, and other law violators 
who operate across State lines." 

The committee believe that there is need 
for the investigation and report as proposed, 
and recommend that the resolution, as 
amended, be reported favorably. 

ExHmIT 2 

[S. Rept. No. 1367} 
INVESTIGATING INTERSTATE GAMBLING AND 

RACKETEERING ACTIVITIES 
The Committee on Rules and Administra

tion, to whom was referred the resolution 
(S. Res. 202) to investigate interstate gam
bling and racketeering activities, having 
considered the same, report it favorably to 
the Senate With additional amendments and 
recommend that the resolution, as amended, 
be adopted. 

Two changes have been ordered in the 
resolution by this committee, .The first cuts 
back the amount to be spent on the in
vestigation to the original sum of $50,000. 
The second requires that the Committee on 
the Judiciary, or any subcommittee thereof, 
shall report back to the Senate on its find
ings, together with such legislation as it 
feels advisable to recommend, on or before 
July 31, 1950. The scope of the investiga
tion remains unchanged. 

The proposals of the inquiry, as outlined 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, will seek 
to establish the following: 

1. The adequacy and effectiveness of pres
ent Federal statutes relative to crimes in
volving interstate commerce. 

2. The extensiveness of the use of inter
state commerce which result in the violation 
of the laws of the several States. 

3. The extent to which organized crime 
may corrupt the governing bodies in the 
Nation. 

4. The extent to which, if any, syndicates 
engaged in organized crime may control the 
facilities of interstate commerce. 

5. The extent to which the use of the 
facilities of interstate commerce by organized 
crime may tend to obstruct local authorities 
in the enforcement of local criminal statutes. 

A proposed budget submitted by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary in the amount of 
$100,000 is included here for the information 
of the Senate: 
Travel expenses (committee mem-

bers and staff)---------------- $6, 000. 00 
Salaries: 

1 staff director at $10,346.83 __ 10, 346. 83 
6 staff members at average 

salary of $7,581.75 _________ 45, 490. 54 
3 stenographers at $3,980.59 __ 11, 941. 77 

Consultants on per diem basis___ 4, 000. 00 
Reporters (cost of transcript)---- 8, 500. 00 
Per diem and other expenses____ 7, 968. 96 
Fees and expenses of witnesses___ l, 000. 00 
Gener~l expenses---------------- 4,751.90 

An explanation of the items of its budget 
by the Committee on the Judiciary follows: 

Item 1 for travel expenses is intended to 
cover the expenses of committee members 
and the travel expenses of the staff. It wpuld 
seem reasonable that in an investigation of 
this nature the investigators should conduct 
their work in teams of two together with an 
official reporter. The figure contemplates 
three such teams to be in the field for 
approximately 6 months. 

As to item 2, staff, sl.x staff members are 
grouped at an average salary of $7,581.75. 
The six staff members should include one 
lawyer at $8,024.17, one accountant or stat
istician at the same figure, and four field 
investigators at $7,360.55. The foregoing 
pt'esents a minimum for it is anticipated 
that the committee will need for its staff 
a variety of skills and professions: lawyers, 
statisticians, investigators, and experts in the 
criminal fields. In order to accomplish the 
intent of the resolution, it is believed that 
careful selection of staff members will make 
it possible to secure in one person two or 
more of the qualifications needed. Three 
stenographers at a figure of $3,980.59 will be 
required. 

Item 3, consultants on per diem basis, is 
included with the intention to permit the 
employment of specialists for short periods 
of time as the needs of the committee may 
require and will also cover part-time service 
of consultants who could not be employed 
on a full-time basis, should such consulta
tion be advisable or necessary. · 

Item 4, reporters' cost of transcript, ls in
tended to cover both anticipated hearings 
in Washington and in the field and also 
various needed conferences between the in
vestigating teams on the one hand and State 
and local officials and members of the staff 
on the other. 

Item 5, per diem and other expenses, ts 
intended to include per diem in lieu of 
subsistence for four investigators and two 
reporters who will constitute two investigat
ing teams e_xpected to be in ~he field for 
the 6 months' period. This makes a total 
of $7,968.96. This item would also include 
the sum of $500 for shipment of baggage 
and records. Nothing in this item shall be 
taken to indicate that there will be a de
ficiency since the primary work of the inves
tigating teams should be accomplished Within 
the 6 months' period and the balance of 
their tiJlle occupied ~ Washington for the 
purpose of assembling and evaluating the 
results of the field work. 

Item 6, fees and expenses of witnesses, 
is a minimum and probably would not cover 
all of the expenses for witnesses should the 
witnesses called before the committee de
mand fees and transportation expenses. 
For the reason that past investigations have 
indicated many witnesses prefer not to make 
this demand, it is hoped that the expendi
tures under this allowance can be kept 
within the budget figures. 

Item 7, general expenses, is intended to 
include costs of telephone, telegraph, news
paper, clipping service, photostating, and all 
other expenses not otherwise itemized. 

EXHIBIT 3 
RULES OF COMMITTEE PROCEDURE FOR THE 

SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Rule 1. Five members of the committee 

shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
of such business as may be considered at any 
regular or special meeting of the commit
tee,1 subject, however, to the provisions of 

1 In Senate rule XXV, as amended by the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 (here-
1naUer referred to as "the act"), paragraph 
3 thereof (last paragraph so designated) pro
vides that each standing committee may 
"fix the number of its members (but not less 
than one-third of its entire membership) 
who shall constitute a quorum." 

section 133 (d) of the Legislative Reorganiza
.tibn Act of 1946.' No member of the com.; 
D:iittee shall for the purpose of determining 
.the existence of a quorum of the committee 
be deemed to be present unless he be per
SOJlally present. 

Rule 2. Unless otherwise ordered and notice 
ls given, the committee shall meet regularly 
for the transaction of its business on Monday 
of each week while the Senate is in session 
at 10 a. m., and additional meetings may be 
called by the chairman as he may deem nec
essary.2 

Rule 3. The committee shall keep a com
plete record of all committee action. Such 
record shall include a record of the votes on 
any question on which a record vote is de
manded.a 

Rule 4. No vote cast in the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, by proxy shall be 
counted.' 

Rule 5. It shall be the duty of the chair
man to report or cause to be reported 
promptly to the Senate any measure or rec
ommendation approved by the committee and 
to take or cause to be taken necessary steps 
to bring the matter to a vote.8 

Rule 6. The committee shall, so far as 
practicable, require all witnesses appearing 
before it to file in advance written statements 
of their proposed testimony at least 24 hours 
before hearing, and to limit their oral pres
entations to brief summaries of their argu
ment. The committee staff shall prepare 
digests of such statements for the use of 
committee members.6 

Rule 7. All hearings conducted by the com
mittee, or its subcommittees, shall be open 
to the public, except (1) executive sessions 
for marking up bills, or (2) for voting, or 
(3) where the committee by a majority vote 
orders an executive session.7 

Rule 8. Whenever a nomination for an ap
pointment to the office of judge of any Fed
eral Court is referred to the committee, the 
nomination shall be referred to a subcom
mittee to be composed of at least three mem
bers to be selected by the chairman of the 
committee within 3 days after such refer
ence to the committee. 

It shall be the duty of the subcommittee 
to which the nomination is referred to fix a 
date, which shall not be less than 7 days 
after the date of such nomination is re
ferred to such subcommittee, on which all 
interested parties shall have an opportunity 
to be heard with respect to the nomination, 
to insert in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a no
tice to that effect as soon. as such date has 
been determined by the subcommittee, and 
to notify both Senators of the State of which 
the nominee is a resident. . 

No such subcommittee shall make its re
port to the full committee with respect to 
any such nomination until the date so fl.Xed 
has expired.s · 

2 Section 133 (a) of the act requires each 
standing committee to "fix regular weekly, 
biweekly, or monthly meeting days ·for the 
transaction of business before the commit
tee," and provides that "additional meetings 
may be called by the chairman as he may 
deem necessary." 

3 This is essentially the text of section 13 
(b) of the act. 

'Section 133 ( d) of the act provides: "No 
measure or recommendation shall be re
ported from any such (standing) committee 
unless a majority of the committee were 
actually present." 

8 This is, essentially, the text of section 
133 ( c) of the act. 

6 This is, essentially, the text of section 
133 (e). 

7 This is, essentially, the text of section 
133 (f). 

8 Rule 8 is, essentially, the text of the 
predecessor committee's rule No. 1, adopted 
February 17, 1~41. 
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ltule 9. Whenever a b111 or joint resolution 
repeallng ·or amending ·any statute or part . 
thereof shall be reported to the' whole com
mittee· by a subcommittee, there shall · be 
placed before the whole committee a print 
of the statute to be amended· or the part 
thereof to be repealed (together with the ci
tation thereof), showing by stricken-through 
type the portion or parts to be omitted, and 
in itallcs the matter proposed to be added.9 

Rule 10. The chairman shall name sub
committees to which a bill, resolution, or 
nomination may be referred, and so far as 
is practicable, a subcommittee shall consist 
of not less than three members, one of which 
shall be of the minority, and if the subcom
mittee consists of five members, two shall 
be of the minority. 

Rule 11. Whenever a subcommittee delays 
in reporting more than 30 days (except when 
time is extended by committee) , the matter 
may be withdrawn by the chairman and 
submitted to another subcommittee. 

Rule 12. The chairman of the committee 
shall be ex officio a member of all subcom
mittees with full right to participate in all 
proceedings thereof, but shall not vote as a 
member of any subcommittee unless duly 
appointed a member thereof. 

. Rule 13. Any member of the committee 
or any subcommittee thereof.shall have the 
right to have included in any report of the 
committee or subcommittee, as the case may 
be, a statement of how he would have voted 
on the matter or. matters involved if he had 
been present. 

Rule 14. Subject to statutory requirements 
imposed on the committee with respect to its 
procedure, the rules of the committee may 
be changed or .suspended at any time: Pro
vided, however, That not less than two-thirds 
of the entire membership so determine, at a 
regular meeting with notice of the nature 
of the change proposed, or meeting called 
for that purpose. 

Rule 15. Whenever there shall be referred 
to the committee a bill providing for the 
payment of a claim against the United States 
based on either tort or contract, the commit
tee may·report to the Senate an original res
olution referring such claim to the Court of 
Claims pursuant to the provision of , 28 
U. S. C. 257: Provided, That two or more 
such claims may be made the subject of a 
single resolution.10 

RESOLUTION 

Resolved by the Committee on the Judi
ciary, That, pursuant to subsection (3) of 
rule XXV, as amended, of the Standing Rules 
of the Senate (S. Res. 180, 8lst Cong., 2d sess., 
agreed to February 1, 1950) a quorum of the 
committee for the purpose of tal{ing sworn 
testimony shall consist of one Senator of said 
committee. (Adopted February 27, 1950.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 5472) authorizing the construc
tion, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors for 
navigation, flood control, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
fallowing enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

9 This is the verbatim text of rule No. 3 
o.f the predecessor committee, adopted No
vember 3 , 1941. 

10 Adoptzd April 12, 1948. 

H. R. 597. An · act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, deter
mine, and rendet judgment upon a ce:rtai_n 
ciaim of J. T. Melson against the United 
States; · 

H. R. 1024. An act for the relief of Jacob 
Brown; 

H. R. 1026. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Susie Lee Spencer; 

H. R. 2351. An act for the relief of Aileen 
L. Sherwood; 

· H. R. 2719.· An act for the relief of the 
legal guardian of I. D. Casson, a minor; 

H. R. 3536. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
. Nora Johnson; 

H. R. 4164. An act for the relief of Elmer 
Pippin and Mrs. Pansy Pippin, and the legal 
guardian of Norman Otis Pippin, a minor; 

H. R. 4720. An act for the relief of Stella 
Avner; and 

· H. R. 6051 : An act for the relief of Maud 
E. Raymond. · 

AMENDMENT OF · ECONOMIC COOPERA
TION ACT OF 1948 

The Senate resumed the considera
tion of the bill <S. 3304) to amend the 
Eeonomic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfin
ished business is Senate bill 3304, to 
amend the Economic Cooperation Act . 
of 1948, as amended; and the pending 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the junior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. KEMJ. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I propose 
to offer to the pending ECA authorization 
bill an amendment which ·will reduce its 
over-all total in the amount of $500,-
000,000. This will be the first time that 
I shall have voted tQ cut an ECA author
ization. I wish to explain briefly why 
I intend to do so. 

First of all, in this action I am impelled 
by the urgent need for economy. I do 
not need to enlarge upon that subject. 
We face a budgetary deficit, this year, 
which various authorities have estimated 
will be between $5,500,000,000 and 
$8,000,000,000, and an even larger budg
etary deficit next year. 

Of course in this instance we cannot 
afford to make a cut which will endanger 
foreign policy vital to the security of the 
United States. But I believe that the 
foreign policy presented by the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1948 will be promoted 
rather than impaired if the Congress in
dicates by something more than words 
our dissatisfaction with the lack: of prog
ress in the effectuation of that policy as 
it is set out in the act. 

In its first phase, the European recov
ery program was essentially a relief op
eration. That phase has now been 
passed. Productivity in most of the ECA 
countries equals or exceeds that of the 
prewar period. This accomplishment 
represents a gigantic and praiseworthy 
effort by the peoples concerned. 

But this accomplishment is not good 
enough, for the ECA countries must do 
something to -compensate for the pre
war trade now cut off by the Iron Cur
tain and for the loss of former colonies. 
Section 102 (a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1948 sets up as the goal among 
the ECA countries the establishment of 
"a large domestic market with no in
ternal trade barriers." This section 
further declares it to be the policy of the 
United States that "continuity of assist-

ance provided by the United States 
should, at ali :times, be dependent. upon · 
continuity of cooperation among ·coun
tries participating in .the prograll}.." 
Furthermore, last year the Congress 
added to thfs 1948 . policy the further 
declaration that it is "the policy of the 
people of the United States to encourage 
the unification· of Europe." 

Despite the vigorous efforts of the able . _ 
Administrator, Paul Hoffman; little 
progress has been made in· effectuating 
this declared policy of the act. There is 
danger that we shall subsidize a continu
ance of the conditions which spell con
tinuing weakness and necessitate con
tinuing relief that we can ill afford, in 
the light of domestic needs, civil and 
military, and In the light of the com
peliing need of organizing a far-eastern 
policy. 

If we reduce the present authorization 
as proposed, the European countries con
cerned can more than make up the dif
ference in economic health by arrange
ments among themselves, so that the 
surpluses of each, industrial and agri
cultural, which today are accumulating, 
can be exchanged among themselves for 
mutual benefit, instead of being dumped 
in the United States or causing local 
.unemployment. 

· If further assistance during the com
ing fiscal year should prove absolutely 
necessary, a further authorization and 
appropriation can always be made. 

In conclusion, let me make perfectly 
clear that I wholly approve of the Euro
p~an recovery program. I believe that, 
despite shortcomings, it has been worth 
all and more than the effort and sacrifice 
it has cost us to date. But I believe that 
both we and the free peoples of Europe 
can get out of it more permanent and 
lasting results if the Congress shows its 
concern to assure that this program will 
have the permanent benefits that were 
anticipated in the congressional declara
tion of policy. 

I trust that if the Congress in its wis
dom should decide thus to curtail this 
particular ECA authorization, the Secre
tary of State will effectively carry this 
viewpoint to the f orthcoming~meetings 
of the foreign ministers at London. 

Mr. President, in closing, and at this 
point in my remarks, I submit the 
amendment to which I have previously 
referred, which strikes out the authori
zation figure of $2,950,000,000, and sub
stitute in lieu thereof $2,450,000,000. I 
submit the amendment on behalf of my
self and the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON], and ask that 
it be printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 

Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Eastland 
Ecton 

Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
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Gurney Leahy 
Hayden Lehman 
Hendrickson Lodge 
Hickenlooper Lucas 
Hoey McCarthy 
Holland McClellan 
Humphrey McFarland 
Hunt McKellar 
Ives McMahon 
Jenner Magnuson 
Johnson, Colo. Malone 
Johnston, S. C. Martin 
Kefauver Maybank 
Kem Millikin 
Kerr Mundt 
Kilgore Myers 
Knowland Neely 

O'Conor 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith, Maine 
Stennis 
Taft 
Taylor 
Thomas, Utah 
Th ye 
Tobey 
Tydings 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Young 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

Mr. LUCAS obtained the floor. 
Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 

Senator from Illinois yield to me for a 
few moments? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield 5 minutes to the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, the 
Congress has created a Frankenstein's 
monster called ECA, which, unless re
strained and controlled, threatens to de
stroy us. Money taken away from the 
American taxpayers has been sent to 
Europe by the billions of dollars. It is -
now proposed that we send over more 
billions-money which we have not yet 
taken away from our taxpayers. It is 
also suggested that untold billions are 
to be collected from our taxpayers over 
years to come to finance extentions of 
ECA. · This can crush us_. To safeguard 
the United States of America-and that 
is what the junior Senator from Nevada 
is interested in-I have introduced four 
amendments to the ECA appropriations 
bill which would set up conditions for 
further aid to any Marshall-plan coun
try. These amendments wo11ld require 
each participating country to agree-

First. That any further aid from the 
United States would be loaned to private 
business through the World Bank, in 
line with RFC loans to private business 
in this country; it is estimated that if 
loans were made to private industry, the 
amount needed would be less than 30 
percent of the amount we are asked to 
appropriate. · 

Second. That it will guarantee the in
tegrity of private investments within its 
borders against socialization, nationali
zation, or confiscation, as we protect 
private investments in this country; 

Third. That it will join in a concerted 
effort with the participating countries 
to form a United States of Europe, in
cluding Germany, similar to the United 
Stat.es of America; 

Fourth. To eliminate any currency 
manipulation which prevents its cur
rency from reflecting its actual purchas
ing power in terms of the United States 
dollar on the free monetary markets of 
the world. 

In addition to my four amendments I 
am supporting the amendment intr~
duced by the distinguished junior Sen
ator from Missouri which would stop 
our present policy of supplying many 
kinds of machinery and equipment and 
parts together with funds to process and 
manufacture products to countries which 
ship such materials on to Russia. This 
-provision was originally made in Senate 
Joint Resolution 151, which was· intro-

duced by the junior Senator from Ne
vada on January 24, 1950. 

The ECA is part of the defunct foreign 
policy of the Democratic administration. 
The United Nations Secretariat recently 
reported that notwithstanding the bil
lions of dollars poured into Europe by us, 
Europe's economic problem is not solved 
and the solution is not in sight. Our 
taxpayers' money has accomplished one 
result: The renewal of hundred-year-old 
feuds among the countries of Europe. . 

Now we are handed an ECA appro
priation bill and told: "This is it. This 
is what the experts demand." On an
other occasion I am going to discuss the 
background of these so-called experts. 
Most o~ them could not hold con:parable 
jobs outside Government service. 

Are we going to fall for the administra
tion's false propaganda again? 

Do you remember that when the ECA 
was first being foisted upon our unsus
pecting taxpayers, we were told that by 
helping Europe recover we would estab
lish European markets for American 
products? That is conveniently for
gotten now, and we are told that "buy 
European" is the new slogan, that when 
uz:iemployment hits us, as a result, they 
will teach our workers new jobs and put 
them on relief. 

The current propaganda is to the 
effect that, if Congress does not provide 
continuous ECA appropriations for the 
European nations to buy our goods, we 
face a depression in this country. There 
is nothing economically sound in such 
reasoning. If it is offered by well-mean
ing persons, the best that can be said 
is that it is childish. One wonders what 
childish reasoning they will off er us next. 
It is the opinion of the junior Senator 
from Nevada that there is design back 
of such a statement. Congress should . 
be on guard against scare-headings de
signed to force us into unwise legisla
tion. . It is much nearer the truth to say 
that if we do not stop this give-away 
show we face a depression from which 
we can never recover. If we do not de
stroy this Frankenstein's monster it will 
destroy us. 

INVESTIGATION OF GAMBLING. AND 
RACKETEERING ACTIVITIES 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I have 
talked to Members of the Senate who are 
very much interested in Senate Resolu
tion 202, the resolution to investigate 
interstate gambling and racketeering 
activities. I do not see the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] present, but I am 
sure he will not object to a unanimous
consent agreement to lay aside for a 
moment or two the unfinished business 
which is the bill <S. 3304) to amend th~ 
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended, and to proceed to the con
sideration of the resolution, Senate Reso-
lution 202. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Illinois? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the reso
lution (S. Res. 202) to investigate inter
state gambling and racketeering ac
tivities. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I now ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro
ceed to vote on the pending resolution 
Senate Resolution 202, and amendment~ 
the~eto, at 4: 15 this afternoon, the time 
until then to be equally divided between 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LUCAS] 
and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
FERGUSON]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Illinois that, at 4:15, a vote be had 
upon the pending resolution <S. Res. 202) 
a_nd amendments thereto, and that the 
time from now until then be equally 
divided and controlled by the Senator 
from Illinois a:qd the Senator from Mich
igan? 
. Mr. WHERRY. Mr: ~resident, a par

llamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

will state it. 
Mr. WHERRY. As I understand the 

situation, before the resolution which 
came from the Judiciary Committee is 
voted on, the distingUished Senator from 
Tennessee will off er an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute; is that cor
rect? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Ten
nessee has already offered his substitute 
has he not? ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not 
been offered technically. It has been 
read for the i~formation of the Senate. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President a par-
liamentary inquiry. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor will state it. 

Mr. WHERRY. An amendment then, 
to the Kefauver amendment in the nature 
of a substitute would be in order when 
it is before the Senate. Is that c~rrect? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be 
subject to amendment. -

Is there objection to the . request of 
the Senator from Illinois? ·The Chafr 
hears none, and .it is so ordered. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President since 
we have arrived at a unanimous-c~nsent 
agreement to vote on Senate Resolution 
202 at 4: 15 p. m., the opposition to ·the 
substitute has approximately 12 ¥2 min
utes. I shall take but a little of that 
time. 

-The.re are two questions confronting 
us: First, should such an investigation 
as is here proposed be made? The Sen
ator from r:fennessee has very ably set 
forth th~ need for an investigation into 
the question of whether organized crime 
has spread itself across State lines and 
i~to interstate channels. On that ques
t10n, there seems to be no dispute. I think 
the American public is alarmed by reports 
of the growth of criminal syndicates and 
I think there is ample reason td ask 
whether there should be Federal law to 
cope with a situation which those re
ports would indicate does exist. I think 
we can take for granted, Mr. President, 
the fact that the investigation should 
be made, and that there is no issue on 
that question. 

The next question is: Who should make 
the investigation? 

It ~as the opinion of the Judiciary 
Committee that, under the Reorganiza
t~on Act, it had jurisdiction of all judi
cial proceedings,_ civil and criminal gen~ 
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erally. · The Reorganization 'Act states 
that the committee shall consist of 13 
members, "to which committee shall be 
referred all proposals, messages, peti
tions, memorials, and other matters re
lating to judicial questions."· Certainly 
"other matters" would include investiga
tions relating to judicial proceedings, 
civil and criminal generally, including 
the adequacy of present law. 

The subject matter of this resolution 
very clearly falls within that category. 
It is true that the Federal Government, 
generally speaking, has jurisdiction in 
criminal matters only when the crime 
involves a crossing of State lines or the 
use of interstate facilities. That fact, 
however, does not remove the jurisdiction 
of the Judiciary Committee over such 
criminal proceedings. Nor should it be
stow jurisdiction upon the committee 
which is concerned with facilities of 
interstate communication and commerce 
in such a general investigation, nor 
should it diminish in any degree the jur
isdiction of the Judiciary Committee. 

But what has happened since the Ju
diciary Committee, with the endorsement 
of the Committee on Rules and Admin
istration, made its report according to 
the rule, calling for this investigation? 

Mr. President, instead of acting on the 
resolution which is now before the Sen
ate, the requirement of the Senate ma
jority, dictated by its policy committee, 
is that we now substitute a new resolu
tion which creates a separate and dis
tinct special committee. 

The effect is not only to bypass the 
jurisdiction of the Judiciary Committee, 
established by the Reorganization Act. 
The substitute resolution has not, under 
the rule, been sent to the Committee on · 
Rules and Administration to determine 
the amount of money necessary. The 
entire result, Mr.-Presideilt, is very irreg-
ular. · 

Let me invite attention to the wording 
of the substitute resolution," as contained 
in the last section: · 

SEC. 6. The committee shall report to the 
Senate not later than February 28, 1951, the 
results of its study and investigation, to
gether with such recommendations as to 
necessary legislation as it may deem advis
able. All authority conferred by this resolu
tion shall terminate on March 31, 1951. 

This is more than a special committee, 
of the sort that was to be banned by the 
Reorganization Act. It is a COJJlmittee 
which can recommend legislation. It 
is given not only the investigative 
authority of the · Judiciary Committee, 
but its legislative powers as well. 

Yet we are to place in the executive 
branch of the Government-the Vice 
President of the United States-the right 
to select a standing committee, to all 
intents and purposes. The substitute 
resolution does not even require that the 
Vice President follow the suggestion of 
the minority in the selection of per
sonnel. I say, Mr. President, to all 
the Members of the Senate, that if we 
are going to have a two-party system, 
if we are ever going to have government 
which is bipartisan, we had better have 
it in relation to an investigation as to 
what kind of criminal laws we need in 
the United States of America. 

What is partisan about an investiga
tion as to what criminal laws should be 
passed by the United States Senate? 
Yet we have the policy committee of the 
majority party saying that they shall 
name five members of a special com
mittee to investigate the situation as to 
what criminal laws are needed and 
should be passed. 
. Mr. Fresident, this would not be an 

easy investigation to undertake. · It will 
demand experience. We have had an 
example of what happens when we call 
before a committee those who operate 
criminal syndicates in the United States 
without first thoroughly preparing what· 
may be required to be done and what 
may be asked of them, in order, if they 
do not tell the truth, that foundation 
may be laid for a charge of perjury. We 
have had an example of what these men 
might do to public opinion and what 
they might do to the opinion of the 
Senate of the United states if a case 
were not properly investigated. That 
is why I hope the Senate will not take 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
a committee which has had an honorable 
history in the Senate, which has jurisdic
tion in all judicial procedure, the crimi
nal code and the criminal law, which is 
composed of lawyers, many of whom are 
former judges, the right to investigat~ 
the question of passing criminal laws. 

Mr-. President, I could argue _ on this 
subject for a long time, there are ele-

- ments of high principle involved. I 
earnestly believe the problem is _one 
which · the Committee on the -Judiciary 
should investigate. It is a matter which 
should not be placed in the hands of the 
executive branch of the Government 
through the Vice President. We should 
not place in .the hands of the executive 
branch the· right to determine member
ship o.n legislative committees in _ th~ 
Senate. We should not violate the spirit 
of the Reorganizati-0n -Act ·by . taking 
jurisdiction away from a qualified stand
ing committee. · 

Mr. President, I yield the remainder 
of µiy time _to the Senator from Ohio. , .. 
· Mr. TAFT. Mr. President; I send to 
the desk a.n· amendment to the substi
tute and ask unanimous consent that it 
be read by the clerk. I understand that 
it is not in order to off er it at this time, 

· but I wish to make a few remarks on-it. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT: Without 
objection, the amendment to the amend
ment will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, at the 
end of line 17, of the so-called Kefauver 
substitute, it is proposed to insert the 
following: 

Two members of such special commit
tee shall be appointed from among the mi
nority members of the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce and the 
Committee on the Judiciary on the nomina
tion of the minority floor leader of the 
Senate. 

Mr. TAFI'. Mr. President, in case the 
substitute should be adopted, I have sub
mitted the amendment for two reasons. 
The first reason is that while two Re-.. 
publicans should be on a committee con
sisting of five members, perhaps not one 
Republican would be appointed. The ap-

pointment of Republican members of the 
committee is left entirely in the discre
tion of the Presiding Officer. In fact, 
so far as I can see, there is no require
ment that he appoint any Republicans. 
Recently we had a proposal to appoint 
members of a Special Committee on 
Small Business. At that time the Pre
siding Officer .determined that there 
should be eight Democrats and five Re
publicans on the committee. It seems· 
to me that if the proposed committee is · 
to be a committee of only five members, 
there should be at least two Republicans 
on it. 

In the second place, my amendment 
proposes that · the Republican members 
of the committee be appointed on the 
nomination of the minority leader. 

I realize that there were certain special 
.circumstances inv.olved in the appoint
ment of-the m~mbers of the Special Com
mittee on Small Business. I do not 
know about the majority members of 
the committee, but the fact is that so far 
as the minority members were concerned 
the Presiding Officer undertook to ap
point them and did appoint them with
out any consultation whatsoever with the 
minority floor leader or .the minority 
policy committee. The appointment of 
minority members of regular standing 
committees has always been upon the 
nomination of the minority floor lead
er. There has never been any question 
that the majority has always permitted 
the minority to choose its own members 
op ~ommittees.' That was the practice 
ever since I have been a Member of the 

. Senate until · the ·appointment of the 
. members of the Special Committee on 
_ Small Business, when that practice was 
, ignored. I have said that I thought 

probably there were ·special circum
stances which might hav~ justified such 
procedure at that tim~. However, I 
thillk it would . be exeeedingly unfortu
nate to proceed to make it the permanent 
policy of the Senate. Therefore; I have 
submitted an amendment which . would · 
provide, first, that there shall be two 
minority members of the committee, 
c.on~isting of five members, and, _ sec.ond, 
that the minority members shall be ap
pointed upon the nomination of the mi
nority floor leader. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, in reply 
to the distinguished Senator from Ohio, 
I think that an examinatiOn of Senate 
precedents will show that similar reso
lutions have been adopted which gave 
the presiding officer power to appoint 
members of a special committee. 

I do not have any particular objection 
to one phase of the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Ohio, and that is with 
respect to the suggestion that two Re
publicans be appointed on the commit
tee. However, I do object to the other 
part of the suggestion. In other words, 
it is the theory of the minority that the 
Vice President will not be fair in the ap
pointment of a committee of five. There 
is no man in public life in the United 
States today who enjoys greater respect 
and who has a higher reputation for in
tegrity and honor than the Vice Presi
dent of the United States. A sugges
tion that the Vice President would not 
be fair and just in the appointment of 
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a committee of this kind does not square 
with the background of the distinguished 
Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. No; I do not have the 
time to yield. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, it is a 
strange thing that it is the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. DONNELL] and the Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON] who 
should seek to def eat the so-called Ke
fauver substitute. Why is that? The 
Senator from Michigan has been talking 
about the Committee on the Judiciary, 
The distinguished chairman of the Ju
diciary Committee [Mr. McCARRAN] has 
definitely agreed to the proposed ar
rangement. The Senator from Tennes
see [Mr. KEFAUVER], the author of the 
resolution in the first instance, has agreed 
to the arrangement. Therefore the two 
members of the Committee on the Judi
ciary who are most interested in the res
olution, along with the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce [Mr. JOHN
SON of Colorado] and ·the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], the chairman 
of the subcommittee which has been han
dling matters of this kind for that com
mittee, have agreed that this is the proper 
procedure to be fallowed. 

Why is it, Mr. President, that certain 
Senators on the Republican side of the 
aisle are practically demanding to be 
appointed to this . committee? I know 
the reason, and the Senate knows. It is 
the first time in my experience that Sen
ators almost demand they be put on a 
committee charged with conducting an 
investigation. I do not know what the 
Vice President of the United States would 
do with respect to the appointment of 
the committee. However, whomever he 
appoints-and I know he will appoint 
two Republicans and three Democrats, 
because that is the way it should be
will be men who enjoy the respect of the 
p.3ople of the country and the people of 
their respective States, and who will dO 
a thorough and convincing job so far as 
investigating crime syndicates is con
cerned. 

Mr. President, other Senators are ca
pable of conducting investigations, and 
certain Senators do not have a monopoly 
on ability to make investigations simply 
because they. came to the Senate with 
reputations of having been successful 
investigators. 

The Vice President may decide to ap
point the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
DONNELL], the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. F'ERGUSON], the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. LANGER], the Senator fr : :n · 
Vermont EMr. TOBEY], or other Senators 
who are members of the two committees 
concerned. Whomever the Vice Presi
dent appoints certainly will be satisfac
tory to the majority, and they should be 
satisfactory to the minority. However, 
Mr. President, the minority wants to 
place its special Senators on the com
mittee. They want that power. In the 
Eightieth Congress, I remember when
ever there was a time the minority 
wanted something, they got nothing. In 
the Eightieth Congress, so far as any 
suggestions were concerned as to what 

the majority should do, the minority re
ceived no consideration at all. The pro
vision for the appointment of the com
mittee as it now stands in the resolution 
is in line with precedents, it is in line 
with what was done in the case of the 
Pearl Harbor investigation, when the 
then Vice President appointed a special 
committee. 

Mr. President, I hope that the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from 
Ohio will be voted down. I rely upon the 
Vice President of the United States to 
appoint to the committee Senators who. 
will make the kind of investigation which 
the resolution demands. I want the Sen
ate to understand that the Senator from 
Illinois is in favor of the Kefauver sub
stitute. I want the committee to have 
the money that is necessary to make the 
proper kind of an investigation. I want 
it to have the kind of investigators who 
are necessary, and I want it to be sur
rounded by the kind of personnel who 
will do a job which will add dignity and 
prestige to the Senate of _the United 
States. 

Mr. President, I do not want a fishing 
expedition. I want an honest-to-God 
investigation, without any politics in
volved, and let the chips fall where they 
may-not the kind of an investigation 
we have seen around here in the Senate 
at different times in the past. 

Mr. President, that is all the Senator 
from Illinois desires to say. I yield 1 
minute to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. MCMAHON]. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, in 
the brief time the Senator has yielded 
to me, I do not intend to comment on 
the personnel of the proposed commit
tee. I am moved to speak only to ex
press the hope that we may have a full 
and complete investigation of any inter
state facilities which may be used for 
criminal enterprises. 

I have a rather vivid recollection of 
committees in the early 1930's, when in
vestigations by the Congress brought to 
the attention of the country the. need 
for legislation, which was enacted into 
law, and which undoubtedly did tre
mendous good in preventing and stop
ping kidnapings, bank robberies, the 
transportation of stolen automobiles, 
and other criminal activities. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor's time has expired. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield me another half 
minute? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena .. 

tor from Michigan. 
· Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President-

The VICE PRESIDENT. Who is 
yielding to the Senator from Connecti
cut? 

Mr. McMAHON. Did not the Senator 
from Illinois yield me time? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Chair announced 
that the time had expired. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Illinois, in 
my time, whether he knows of any in
stance in the Eightieth Congress when 

the Presiding Offi·cer, who Wa$ then a 
Republican, did not give the minority 
the opportunity to appoint their own 
members on every committee. 

Mr. LUCAS. If the Senator from 
Ohio is talking about standing commit
tees, yes. 

Mr. TAFT. Or special committees. 
Mr. LUCAS. So far as special com

mittees are concerned, I do not know; I 
cannot answer the question at all. But 
I know what the precedent has been in 
the past, and I know what the leader
ship in the Eightieth Congress did to the 
minority many times with respect to 
courtesies of this kind. We got the lit-

. tle end of nothing whittled down to a 
fine point. 

Mr. TAFT. I appeal to the majority 
for the protection of the minority. I say 
the minority should have the right to 
appoint their own members, not only to 
standing committees, but also special 
committees. In my experience in the 
Senate for 12 years, until the time of 
the appointment of the Small Busin~ss 
Committee recently, the minority had al
ways been consulted, and their recom
mendations as to the minority members 
of the committees had been accepted by 
the appointing officer. I know of no in, 
stance in which that practice was not 
followed, until the case of the Small 
Business Committee recently, and the 
action .in that case was the only reason 
why I offered the amendment. ·m that 
case the Presiding Officer undertook to 
appoint the committee, including the 
minority meinbers of the committee, 
without consulting the leader of the mi
nority. 

What is involved is not a question of 
personalities. I do not know whom the 
minority · will recommend. They may 
not recommend either the Senator ·from 
Michigan or the Senator from Missouri, 
but I say we have the right, and should 
have the right~ to nominate oui· members 
of the committee, that that is a basic 
principle of two-party Government in 
the Senate. So I appeal to Senators to 
see that that right is reaffirmed at this 
time, and that we do· not · now establish 
a precedent by which, when such com
mittees are established, the majority will 
undertake to select the minority mem
bers of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the 
parliamentary situation, the committee 

'.amendments to the original resolution 
must be acted upon before the substi.;. 
tute can be offered. 

Mr. DONNELL. · A parliamentary in
quiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
.will state it. 

Mr. DONNELL. Will amendments 
other than the committee amendments 
to the original resolution be in order im,. 
mediately after the amendments of the 
committee are acted on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Any amend;. 
ment to the original resolution would 
have· to be voted upon before the substi
tute was voted upon, so long as it was 
not embraced within any committee 
amendment. 

Mr. DONNELL. Immediately follow
ing action on the committee amend
ments, will it be in order . to send for-
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ward an amendment to the original res
olution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks so. Even if the substitute be 
offered, it would seem to be in order to 
amend the original resolution, and such 
amendments would have to be acted 
upon. 

The Chair would ask the indulgence of 
the Senate for a moment, in view of the 
statement of the Senator from Ohio 
about the appointment of the Small 
Business Committee. 

The resolution under which that com
mittee was appointed authorized the 
Chair to make the appointments. As 
soon as the resolution was adopted, the 
Chair stated to the majority leader and 
to the minority leader that he accepted 
full responsibility for that committee, 
that it was a duty imposed upon him by 
the Senate, that he did not seek it, but 
that he would do the best he could to 
select a good committee, that either of 
the gentlemen might submit a list, if he 
desired, but that the Chair would not 
obligate himself to appoint any of them 
or all of them. 

The majority leader did not submit any 
list at all. The minority leader did sub
mit a list, and two of the five minority 
members were chosen from that list. 
The Chair made the committee eight 
Democrats and five Republicans, because 
that is the ratio of an the committees of 
the Senate at this time. 

The c::air accepted full responsibility 
for that committee. The Chair thinks 
the Senate intended that he should do 
so, he did appoint the committee, and 
he is satisfied with what he did in that 
regard. 

The question now is upon the first 
amendment· of the committee. . 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, in view 
of the statement the distinguished Presi
dent has made about the minority leader, 
I ask unanimous consent to make a brief 
observation in reply, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. LUCAS. Of 1 minute? 
Mr. WHERRY. I will make the state

ment just as fast as I can. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Reserving the right 

to object- . 
Mr. WHERRY. I withdraw the re

quest. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on the first amendment of the com
mittee. 

Mr. LUCAS. May we have the amend
ment stated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks the committee amendment ought 
to be stated, and the clerk will state the 
amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1, 
beginning with line 4, it 'is proposed to 
strike out "of interstate gambling and 
racketeering activities and of the man
ner in which the facilities of interstate 
commerce are made a vehicle of organ
ized crime" and to insert "of whether 
organized crime utilizes the facilities of 
interstate commerce or otherwise op
erates in interstate commerce in fur
therance of any transactions which are 
in violation of the law of the United 
States or of the State in which the 
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transactions occur, and, if so, the man
ner and extent to which, and the iden
tity of the persons, firms, or corpora
tions by which such utilization is being 
made, what facilities are being used, and 
whether or not organized crime utilizes 
such interstate facilities or otherwise 
operates in interstate commerce for the 
development of corrupting influences in 
violation of law of the United States or 
of the laws of any State: Provided, how
ever, That nothing contained herein 
shall authorize (1) the recommendation 
of any change in the laws of the several 
States relative to gambling; or (2) any 

·possible interference with the rights of 
the several States to prohibit, legalize, 
or in any way regulate gambling within 
their borders. For the purpose of this 
resolution, the term 'State' includes the 
District of Columbia or any Territory or 
possession of the United States." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 
[Putting the question.] The ''noes" 
seem to have it. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I ask for a division. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. As many as 

favor the amendment will rise and stand 
until counted. [After a pause. J Those 
who oppose the amendment will rise and 
stand until counted. [After a pause.J 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I 
think there is a misunderstanding about 
what amendment was voted on. Is it 
the one about .the date of making the 
report, on page 2, line 18? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No, the 
Chair is advised that is not the amend
ment. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I voted against the 
way I desired to vote, because I thought 
we were voting on the date, on page 2, 
line 18. I ask unanimous consent for a 
reconsideration of the vote, because I 
think the first committee amendment 
should be agreed to. 

The VICE .PRESIDENT. The first 
amendment of the committee to the res
olution was agreed to. 

Mr. WHERRY. Was that the an
nouncement of the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
announced that it was agreed to. The 
question now is on th~ second amend
ment of the committee, which will be . 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2, 
line 18, after the word "date", it is pro
posed to insert a comma and the words 
''but not later than July 31, 1950." 

The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will state the next amendment of the 
committee. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 2, after the word "exceed", it is pro
posed to strike out "$50,000" "$100,000" 
and insert "$50,000". . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks that, for the information of the 
Senate, he should state that when the 
resolution was reported from the Com
mittee on the Judiciary it provided for 
$100,000. It was ref erred to the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration, and 
as reported from that committee the 
$100,000 was cut to $50,000, which is the 
amQuµt cont;:i,ined in the original resolu-

tion. So that in order to vote intelli
gently on the amendment, which repre
sents the difference between $50,000 and 
$100,000, the Chair is of the opinion that 
the vote would come on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which substituted $100,000 for the orig
inal $50,000. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, if the 
vote is "no" on the amendment, then 
the $100,000 is restored, is it not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No. The 
Chair does not think so. There are two 
amendments here, one by the Commit

. tee on the Judiciary and one by the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. If 
it is not an increase of $50,000, why vote 
on it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in the 
resolution. That is the only reason. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is why I asked 
the question. It seems to me that a vote 
"no" on the amendment would mean a 
vote to return to the $100,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Chair 
would be permitted to put the question 
as to whether it should be $50,000 or 
$100,000, that would simplify the matter. 
Without objection, the Chair will put 
the question in that way. As many as 
favor the amount of $100,000 will say 
"Aye." Opposed "No." The "ayes" have 
it, and the $100,000 is agreed to. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I of_
f er an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, which has been printed and 
is on the desks of Members of the Sen
ate for their information. By agree_. 
ment with the majority leader the sub
stitute has been modified on page 1, line 
1, after the words "five members," t~ 
insert "two of whom shall be members 
of the minority party." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Tennessee desire the sub
stitute to be read again? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, the 
substitute was read on yesterday, and I 
do not think it is necessary that it be 
read again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Tennessee, as modified by 
him, which he has the right to do. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I offer an 
amendment which is somewhat repeti
tive, but I think it can be offered as it 
is. It will not contradict the other lan
guage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre .. 
tary will state the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2, at 
the end of line 17, it is proposed to in
sert: 

Two members of such special committee 
shall be appointed from among the minor
ity members of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce and the Com
mittee on the Judiciary on the nomination 
of the minor:ty floor leader of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio to the amendment of the 
Senat'or from Tennessee in the nature 
of a substitute, as modified. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I ask for a 
division. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. As many as 

favor the amendment will rise and stand 
until counted. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the 
Senators from Kentucky [Mr. CHAPMAN 
and Mr. WITHERS], the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] and the Sen
ator from Nevada [Mr. McCARRANJ are 
absent by leave of the Senate on official 
business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GILLETTE] are absent because of 
illness. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HILL], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
JOHNSON], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEY], and the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on pub
lic business. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
LONG], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN], and the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. THOMAS] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. _ 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNoRJ is absent on official business. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES]. If present and voting, the 
Senator from New Mexico would vote 
"nay," and the Senator from New Hamp-

. shire would vote "yea." 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] 

is paired on this vote with the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER]. If 
present and voting; the Senator from 
Iowa would vote "nay," and the Senator 
from North Dakota would vote "yea." 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Nor.th Carolina would vote '.'nay," and 
the Senator from Maine would vote 
"yea." 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL] 
_is paiI:ed on.this. YQte. with the. Sena.tar~ 
from Washington [Mr. CAIN]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from Alabama 
would vote "nay," and the Senator from 
Washington would vote "yea." 

The Sena tor from Louisiana [Mr. 
LONG] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINSJ. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Louisiana would vote "nay," and the 
Senator from Utah would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNoRJ is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITHJ. 
If present and voting, the Senator from 
Maryland would vote "nay," and the 
Senator from New Jersey would vote 
"yea." 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] is paired on this vote with 
the Senator. from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER]. If present and voting, the Sen
ator from Wyoming would vote "nay," 
and the Senator from Iowa would vote 
"yea.'' 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN] is paired on this vote with 

the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR
SHAKJ. If present and voting, the Sena
tor from Alabama would vote "nay," and 
the Senator from Idaho would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Oklahoma would vote "nay," and the 
Senator from Oregon would vote "yea." 

I announce further that if present and 
voting, the Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] and the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER] would vote "nay." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is detained on official busi
ness, and is paired with the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from New Hamp
shire would vote "yea," and the Senator 
from New Mexico would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW
STER] is detained on official business and 
is paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. GRAHAM]. If present and 
voting, the Senator from Maine would 
vote "yea," and the Senator from North 
Carolina would vote "nay," 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
CAIN] is absent on official business and 
is paired with the Senator from Ala
bama [Mr. HILLJ. If present and voting, 
the Senator from Washington would vote 
"yea," and the Senator from Alabama 
would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR
SHAK] is absent on official business and 
is paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPARKMAN]. If present and voting, 
the Senator from Idaho would vote "yea,'' 
and the Senator from Alabama would 
vote "nay." 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER] is detained on official business 
and is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ. If present 

. and voting, the Senator from Iowa would 
vote "yea,'' and the Senator from Wyo-
ming would vote "nay." · 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
-LANGER] is absent.by lea.ve of tl:ie ~Senate 
and is paired with the Senator from Iow'a 
[Mr. GILLETTE]. If present and voting, 
the Senator from North Dakota would 
vote "yea," and the Senator from Iowa 
would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] 
is absent by leave of the Senate and is 
paired with the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. THOMAS]. If present and voting, the 

·Senator from Oregon -would vote "yea," 
and the Senator from Oklahoma would 
vote "nay." 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITHJ is absent by leave of the Senate 
and is paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. O!CoNoRJ. If present 
and voting the Senator from New Jer
sey would vote "yea," and the Senator 
from Maryland would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
is absent by leave of the Senate on of
ficial business and is paired with the Sen~ 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. LoNGJ. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 

Utah would vote "yea,'' and the Senator 
from Louisiana would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yGas 31. 
nays 39,' as follows: 

Aiken 
Bricker 
Butler 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Ecton 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Gurney 
Hendrickson 

Anderson 
Benton 
Byrd 
Connally 
Douglas 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Hayden 
Hoey 

Brewster 
Bridges 
Cain 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Downey 
Dworshak 
Gillette · 

YEAS-31 

Ives 
Jenner 
Kem 
Know land 
Lodge 
McCarthy 
Malone 

. Martin 
Millikin 
Mundt 
Saltonstall 

NAYS-39 

Holland 
Humphrey 
Hunt 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kefauver 
Kerr 
Kilgore 
Leahy 
Lehman 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 

Schoeppel 
Smit h , Maine 
Taft 
Thye 
Tobey 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Young 

McKel!ar 
McMahon 
Magnuson 
Maybank 
Murray 
Myers 
Neely 
Robertson 
Russell 
Stennis 
Taylor 
Thomas, utah 
Tydings 

NOT VOTING_:26 

Graham 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Johnson, Tex. 
Langer 
Long 
Mc Carran 

· Morse 
O'Conor 

O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Smith,N.J. 
Sparkman 
Thomas, Okla. 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Withers 

So Mr. TAFT'S amendment to the Ke
fauver amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as modified, was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. · The ques
tion now is on agreeing to the amend
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
modified, of!ered by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER]. 

Mr. WHERRY and other Senators 
asked for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. · 

Mr. DONNELL. This vote is on the 
Kefauver amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as modined: is it not? 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

On .this question . the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. MYERS. I announce that the 

Senators from Kentucky [Mr. CHAPMAN 
anq Mr. WITHERSJ, the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], and the Senator 
fro"m Nevada [Mr. McCARRANJ are ab
sent by leave of the Senate on official 
business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GILLETTE] are absent because of 
illness. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HILL], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
JOHNSON], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, and the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on pub
lic business. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
LONG], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN], and the Senator from Okla-
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homa [Mr. THOMAS] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. · 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNOR] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES]. If present and voting, the Sen
ator from New Mexico would vote "yea.'' 
and the Senator from New Hampshire 
would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] 
is paired on this vote with the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Iowa would vote ''yea," and the Senator 
from North Dakota would vote "nay." 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
URAHAMJ is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER]. 
If present and voting, the Senator from 
North Carolina would vote "yea," and 
the Senator from Maine would vote 
"nay." 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL] 
is paired on this vote with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. CAINJ. If pres
ent and voting, the Senator from Ala
bama would vote "yea," and the Senator 
from Washington would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
LONGJ° is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Louisiana would vote "yea," and the Sen
ator from Utah would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNoRJ is paired on this vote with the 
Senator fr.om New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 
If present and voting, the Senator from 
Maryland would vote "yea," and the Sen
ator from New Jersey would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] is paired on this vote with 
the Senator from Iowa ~Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER]. If present and voting, the Sen
ator from Wyoming would vat~ "yea," 
and the Senator from Iowa woUld vote 
"nay." . 

The Senator froin Alabama CMr. 
SPARKMAN] is paired on this .vote with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR
SHAKJ. If present and voting, the Sen
ator from Alabama would vote "yea," 
and the Senator from Idaho would vote 
"nay." 

The Senator from Okiahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS] is paired on this vote with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] ; If 
present and voting, the Senator fi:om 
Oklahoma would vote "yea," and the 
Senator from Oregon would vote "nay." 

I announce further that if present and 
voting, the Senator from California [Mr. 
DoWNEY] and the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER] would vote "yea.'' 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] .is detained on official busi
ness and is paired with the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ]. If present 
and · voting, the Senator from New 
Hampshire would vote "nay," and the 
senator from New Mexico would vote 
"yea." 

·The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW• 
STER] is detained on ofilcial business and 
is paired with the Senator from North 

Carolina [Mr. GRAHAM]. If present and 
voting, the Senator from Maine would 
vote "nay," and the Senator from North 
Carolina would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
CAIN] is absent on official business and 
is paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HILL]. If present and voting, the 
Senator from Washington would vote 
"nay," and the Senator from Alabama 
would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR
SHAK] is absent on official business and 
is paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPARKMAN]. If present and voting, 
the Senator from Idaho would vote 
"nay," and the Senator from Alabama 
would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER~ is detained on official business 
and is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming ·[Mr. O'MAHONEY]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from Iowa would 
vote "nay," and the Senator from Wyo
ming would vote "yea." 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER] is absent by leave of the Senate 
and is paired with the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GILLETTEL If present and voting, 
the Senator from North Dakota would 
vote "nay," and the Senator from Iowa 
would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] 
is absent by leave .of the Senate and is 
paired with the Senator from Oklahoma 
tMr. THOMAS]. If present and voting, 
the Senator from Oregon would vote 
"nay," and the Senator from Oklahoma 
would vote "yea." 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] is absent by leave of the Senate 
and is paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. O'CoNOR]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from New Jersey 
would vote "nay," and the Senator from 
Maryland would vote. "yea." · 

The senator froih Michigan ·[Mr. 
VANDE?>lBERG] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
is absent by leave of the Senate on offi
cial business and is paired with the Sen
ator from Louisiana [Mr. LoNGl.· If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Utah would vote "nay," and the Senator 
from Louisiana would vote ''yea.·~ 

·The result was announced-yeas 35, 
nays 35, as follows: 

Anderson 
Benton 
Connally 
Douglas 
Ellender 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Hayden 
Hoey 
Holland 

Aiken 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Gurney 

YEA8--35 

Humphrey McMahon 
Hunt Magnuson 
Johnson, Colo. Maybank 
Johnston, S. C. Murray 
Kefauver Myers 
Kerr Neely 
Kilgore Russell 
Leahy Stennis 
Lehman Taylor 
Lucas Thomas, Utah 
McFarland Tydings 
McKellar 

NAYB-35 
Hendrickson 
Ives 
Jenner. 
Kem 
Know land 
Lodge 
McCarthf 
McClellan 
){alone 
Martin 
M1111kin. 
Mundt 

Robertson 
Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith, Maine 
Taft 
Thye 
Tobey 
Wherry 
Wiley 
WilUama 
Youns 

Brewster 
Bridges 
Cain 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Downey 
Dworshak 
G1llette 

NOT VOTING-26 

Graham 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Johnson, Tex. 
Langer 
Long 
Mc Carran 
Morse 
O'Conor 

O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Smith,N.J. 
Sparkman 
Thomas, Okla. 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Withers 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the 
Constitution, the Vice President, hav.ing 
the right to vote in case of a tie, casts 
his vote in the affirmative. 

So Mr. KEFAUVER's amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion recurs on agreeing to the resolution 
as amended. 

. Mr. DONNELL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the 
Senators from Kentucky [Mr. CHAPMAN 
and Mr. WITHERS], the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN] are ab
sent by leave of the Senate on official 
business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GILLETTE] are absent because of ill
ness. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM l, th~ Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HILL], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
JOHNSON], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, and the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on pub
lic business. 

The Senator from Louisiana CMr. 
LoNGJ, and the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPARKMAN], and the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] are absent by 
leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNoRJ is absent on official business. 

I announce further that if present and 
voting, the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. CHAVEZ], the Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. DOWNEY], the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. GRAHAM], the Sen
ators from Alabama [Mr. HILL and Mr. 
SPARKMAN], the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. LoNG]', the Senator from Maryland 
CMr. O'CONOR], the Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], and the Se:q.
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] 
would vote "yea." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES], the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
BREWSTER], and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr: HICKENLOOPER] are detained on offi
cial business. 

. The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
CAIN] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DwoRSHAKJ are absent on official busi
ness. 

. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART], .the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. LANGER], the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MORSE], and the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

·The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAB
I>ENBERG] is necessarily absel}t. 
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The Senator from Utah [Mr: WA:rKINsl · 

is absent by leave of the Senate on offi
cial business. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER], the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES], the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. CAIN], 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dwoa
SHAK], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER], the Senator from North 
Dakota [M r. LANGER], the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MORSE], the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], and the Sen
ator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] would 
each vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 69, 
nays 1, as follows: 

Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 
Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Douglas 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hendrickson 
Hoey 

YEAS-69 
Holland Martin 
Humphrey Maybank 
Hunt Millikin 
Ives Mundt 
Jenner Murray 
Johnson, Colo. Myers 
Johnston, S. C. Neely 
Kefauver Robertson 
Kem Russell 
Kerr Saltonstall 
Kilgore Schoeppel 
Knowland Smith, Maine 
Leahy Stennis 
Lehman Taft 
Lodge Taylor 
Lucas Thomas, Utah 
McCarthy Thye 
McClellan Tobey 
McFarland Tydings 
McKellar Wherry 
McMahon Wiley 
Magnuson Wil~iams 
Malone Young 

NAYS-1 
Donnell 

NOT VOTING-26 
Brewster Graham O'Mahoney 

Pepper Bridges ·Hickenlooper 
Cain Hlll 
Capehart Johnson, Tex. 
Chapman Langer 
Chavez Long 
Downey McCarran 
Dworshak Morse 
Gillette O'Conor 

Smith, N. J. 
Sparkman 
Thomas, Okla. 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Withers 

·So the resolution .<S. 202), as amended, 
was agreed to. 

·The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
would like to state that he will defer for 
a day or two the naming of the commit
tee, but he wishes to announc~ that when 
the committee is named it will be in the 
ratio of three Democrats to two Repub
licans. 

AMENDMENT OF ECONOMIC COOPERA
TION ACT OF 1948 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. J.JUCAS. The Senate now reverts 
to the consideration of the ECA bill, does 
it not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. The 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfin
ished business, which the clerk will state. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
3304) t o amend the Economic Coopera
tion Act of 1948, as amended. 
INVESTIGATION OF SUBVERSIVE ACTIV• 

ITIES IN THE GOVERNMENT SERVICE 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the Under 
Secretary of State, John E. Peurifoy, re
leased a -statement for the press yester
day, which I desire to read into the REC-

o~n at· this time, m·aking certain com- · Mr. WHERRY. · Mr. President,- 1 rise 
ments as I go along, ·.· l read: , · · to a point of order. 

MAY 2, 1950. The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Senator 
The State Department has been asked to Will state it. 

comment upon Representative FRANK M. Mr. WHERRY. My point or order is 
KARSTEN's statement suggesting the possi- that under rule 19 of the Senate the 
bility that, through deceit and fraud, the Senator from Illinois is out of order. 
American people have been hoodwinked with Mr. LUCAS. I did not yield to the 
the assertion that the State Department is 
saturated with Communists. That is a ques- Senator from Nebraska. 
tion which the Senate subcommittee must Mr. WHERRY. I can m a ke that 
determine. point of order. 

However, speaking for the Depart ment of The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
Ste,te as the officer in charge of loyalty mat- tor from Nebrask a h a s the righ t to call 
te!'s, I can relate the fact s: the a t ten t ion of the Senate to any viola-

This whole business started on February 9 tion of the rules. 
wh en Senator McCARTHY was m akin g a 
speech before a women's Republican Club at Mr. WHERRY. The Sena tor from 
Wheeling, w. va. While he was making that Illinois is calling the Senator f r om W is
spaech, he said: consin [M r. McCARTHY] a liar. I think 

"I have here in my h and a list of 205 the Senator should t ake h is seat. 
• • * a list of n ames that were made .Mr. LUCAS. I am reading the press . 
known to the Secretary of State as being release. 
members of the Communist Party and who Mr. WHER RY. The Senator is using 
nevertheless are still working and shaping it in debate. 
policy in the Stat e Department." 

When I heard what Senator McCARTHY The VI CE PRE SIDENT. Any Sena-
h ad said, I was amazed. The Federal Bu- tor h a s the right to call attention to any 
reau of Investigation, under Mr. J. Edgar violation of the rules. If any Senator 
Hoover, has the authority for investigating impugns the motives of a Senator, under 
to see t hat only loyal people worli:: in the De- the rules, the Senator speaking must 
partment of State. We h ave our own secu- taJrn his seat. 
ri.ty organization, headed by Don Nicholson, Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I have 
a former FBI agent, to work with them. 
Neither the FBI nor our Security Division not even finished reading the press re-
had told us about one Communist working lease. · · 
ill' the State Department, much less 205. Mr. WHERRY. The Senator does not 
But in this business, we are very careful. On have to finish i~. . 
the outside chance that Senator McCARTHY 'The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
ma~have had some information that neither must enforce the rule. No matter 
the FBI nor our Security Division had found 
out, the State Department telegraphed sen- whether it is justified or not, when a 
ator McCARTHY and asked him to send us the Senator raises the point of order that 
information which he had about these 205 the Senator speaking is violating the 
pe,ople which he said he had listed as known rules, the Senator speaking must take 
Communists. We felt that if Senator Mc- his seat. 
CARTHY was interested in the safety of his Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I ask 
country, he would give the FBI and our 
security Di_vision their names and any in- unanimous consent that the Senator 
formation he had on them. we h·ave· waited from Illinois be permitted to proceed in 
a long time for him to give us this informa- order. 
Wm. We are &till waiting. - ' The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-

On the night of February 20, Senator Mc- · jection? 
CARTHY made a speech in which he claimed Mr. JENNER. I object. · 
he would back up the charges which he had 
made against the State Department. · He Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I mov.e 
hasn't done so. His 205 had shrunk to 81. that the Senator from Illinois may be 
They were not all "still working and shaping permitted to proceed in order. 
policy in the State Department" either. Mr. TAFT. Mr. President-
Some of the people ·he mentioned· work in the The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 
State Department; some of them used to 
work in the State Department; some of them is not debatable. 
had never worked in the State Department Mr. TAFT. I make the point of order, 
at all. What's more, the nature of the and I ask that the exceptionable words 
charges had changed. They weren't "known be taken down in writing. 
Communists" any more. From reading Sen- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Official 
ator McCARTHY'S speech, we don't yet know Reporter is instructed to read the words 
just what he thinli::s they were. 

Senator McCA!l.THY hasn't backed up even to the point at which the Senator from 
the highly general charges he made on Fab- Illinois was stopped. 
ruary 20. Over 2 months have passed. A The Official Reporter (J. Chester Wil-
epecial subcommittee of the Senate Foreign fong) read as follows: 
Relations Committ ee has been appointed. 
It is a matter of public record that this com
mit tee has asked Senator McCARTHY many 
times to supply proof to back up his charges. 
But as far as the Department can aEcertain, 
the Senator has not yet presented any evi
dence that even one employee of the State 
Department is a Communist. The single 
individual on whom Senator McCARTHY has 
concentrated his recent fire is not connected 
with the Department. As Secretaries Hull, 
Byrnes, Marshall, ·and Acheson have publicly 
attested, he is not and has not been what 
Senator McCARTHY called "the chief archi
tect of our ;far-eastern policy." Finally, 
there is no shred of truth to the Senator's 
flat statement--

The single individual on whom Senator 
McCARTHY has concentrated his recent fire 
is not connected with the Department. As 
Secretaries Hull, Byrnes, Marshall, and Ache
son have publicly attested, he is not and has 
not been what Senator McCARTHY called 
"the chief architect of our far-eastern pol
icy." Finally, there is no shred of truth to 
the Senator's fiat statement--

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a 
point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that the Senator from Il
linois be permitted to proceed in order. 
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Mr. WHERRY and other Senators 

asked for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the vote 

determine whether the Senator from Il
linois is in order, or whether he shoUld 
proceed in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Whether he 
should proceed in order. The motion is 
not debatable. [Putting the question.] 
The "ayes" seems to have it, the "ayes" 
have it. The Senator from Illinois may 
proceed in order. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I should 
like to read this statement and then let 
some Senator again make ~ point of 
order. 

This does not have reference to what 
I previously read; it is another matter. 
I think this is a truthful statement, and 
I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
McCARTHY] will admit it: 

Finally, there is no shred of t ruth to the 
Senator's fl.at statement that this man "has, 
or until recently had, a desk in the State 
Department." 

That refers to Lattimore, I presume. 
That has no relation to the previous 

statement I have made. 
· I do not think anyone will contend un
aer oath that this man Lattimore had 
a desk in the State Department, Mr. Pres
ident. That is all that is said. 

In llis speech on February 20, Senator 
McCARTHY said that he had obtaint'd his 
information from loyal State Department 
employees. He said that he had digests of 
the file he was talking about, apparently 
given him by his loyal friends in the State 
Depart ment; and he hin ted he bad photo
stats of some of them. 

Actu ally, all Senator McCARTHY bad done 
was t o shake 2 years' dust off of some old 
reports and produce them as his «newly 
discovered evidence." The old reports which 
he was using were reports made up in the 
fall of 1947 and the winter of !948 by the 
staff of the House .Appropriations Commit
tee. In the fall of 1947, before the issuance 
of the President's directive conC<..!rning 
loyalty files, the House Appropriations Com
mittee asked to look over the security pro
gram in the state Department. The com
mittee investigators compiled a list of 108 
cases concerning which they wanted to ask 
the State Department questions. Not e.11 of 
these 108 worked in the · State Department. 
Only 40 work there now, and after investi
gation and reinvestigation, those 40 have 
been found to be absolutely loyal. They 
compiled summaries of the "derogatory in
formation" in these cases and used these 
summaries as the basis for questioning. 
During the Eightieth Congress, this list of 
108 cases was gone into by the House Ap
propriations Committee, the Senate Appro
priat ions Committee, the House Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart
ments, and the House Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Yet none of these committees sug
gested that there are any Communists in 
the state Department. In fact, on one of 
the last days of the Eightieth Congress, 
Representative Jonkman, chairman of the 
House Foreign Affairs subcommittee, made 
this statement on the fioor of the House: 

"But before the Eightieth Congress ad
journs, I want the Members to know that 
there 1s one department in which the known 
or reasonably suspected subversives, Com
munists, fellow travelers, sympathizers, and 
persons whose services are not for the best 
interests of the United States, have been 
swept out. That 1s the Department of 
State." 

When Senator McCARTHY was making his 
charges on the fioor of the Senate on Feb
ruary 20, he was simply reciting, somewhat 
inaccurately, items from this shop-worn list 
of 108 cases. In all of this hit-and-run 
campaign of accusation, villification, and 
character assass!nation, the main burden of 
the so-called proof rested on that thread
bare list. 

Those are the facts. 
I don't think it is appropriate for me to 

state whether the American people have 
been subjected to "deceit and fraud." 
When a Senator charges that there are 205 
known Communists in the Department and 
when, instead of provi!1-g there is even one, 
he releases a succession of loose accusations 
against persons inside and outside of the 
Department, I am sure the Senate subcom
mittee is fully capable of making its own 
decisions. 

Mr. President, why was this investiga
tion started? I turn to the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD of February 20, when the 
Senator from Wisconsin made his speech. 
I asked the Senator from Wisconsin a 
few questions about the speech he had 
made in Wheeling, W. Va., before the 
Republican Women's League. The 
speech the Senator from Wisconsin made 
before the Republican Women's League 
of Wheeling, W. Va., is the reason for all 
of this investigation. As everyone knows, 
the headlines, not only in the Wheeling 
newspaper, but in every newspaper in 
the United States of America, through 
the press services, carried what the Sen
ator from Wisconsin had said with re
spect to there being 205 card-carrying 
Communists i~1 the State Department, 
that the Secretary of State knew it, and 
that these Communists were helping to 
shape the policy of the Government of 
the United States in foreign affairs at 
the present time. Those who were in 
the Senate that night heard me time 
after time press the Senator from Wis
consin to state whether or not he had 
made that statement before the group 
before whom he had made his speech or 
whether he hacl made it to a group of 
newspaper men on the outside. The 
only answer the Senator from Illinois 
ever received was the speech itself. 
When I objected to the Senator placing 
the speech in the RECORD, he read the 
speech. There was nothing in that 
speech, Mr. President, which tallied 
with or paralleled what was said by the 
newspapers at that particular time-not 
a word~ So far as I am concerned, the 
statement of Mr. Peurifoy, as Under Sec
retary of State, with respect to the 205 
card-carrying Communists, which he 
makes at this time after weeks of inves
tigation, carries a considerable amount 
of weight on the question of truth and 
veracity. 

Today, at this very hour, ~housands 
upon thousands of loyal employees in 
the State Department are still hovering 
under the shadow that was cast upon 
them by the Senator from Wisconsin in 
the speech he made in West Virginia, 
and the one he made in Utah. In Utah 
he had shifted from 205 to 57. apparently 
losing that many Communists as he 
traveled through the air from West Vir
ginia to Salt Lake City, or Nevada, or 
wherever it was. 

Mr. President, the time has come to 
call a spade a spade. The time has come 

to ferret out and let the country under
stand what is back of these charges 
which have been made against loyal em~ 
ployees in the State Department. The 
time has come when we in the Senate, in
cluding the Senator from Wisconsin, 
must remove the cloud of suspicion of 
disloyalty which exists with respect to 
thousands of Americans who are now 
working in the State Department. Mr. 
President, if I were an official or em
ployee of the State Department; if I were 
working in that branch of our Govern .. 
ment, and I were to walk down the street 
today and someone looked at me in a 
rather strange manner, I would be won
dering whether or not he thought I was 
one of the 205 or 257 whom the Senator 
from Wisconsin had named in his 
speeches. Yet, today, not a shred of evi
dence has been presented-not a shred. 

Mr. President, this is what the Sen
ator from Wisconsin said, what he read 
into the RECORD, what he claimed he said 
in his speech in West Virginia: 

This, ladies and gentlemen, gives you 
som,~what of a picture of the type of indi
viduals who have been helping to shape our 
foreign policy. In my opinion the State 
Department, which is one of the most im
portant Government Departments, 1s thor
oughly infested with Communists. 

I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals 
who would appear to be either card-carry
ing members or certainly loyal to the Com
munist Party, but who neve.rtheless are still 
helping to shape our foreign policy. 

Mr. President, the point I make is that 
that statement is in total variance-total 
variance, Mr. President-with every 
newspaper article which was published 
at that particular time as to what the 
Senator from Wisconsin had said upon 
that particular occasion. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go fur
ther into this subject at the present time. 
The statement which was made with 
respect to 205 card-carrying Commu
nists in the State Department is far
reaching in its implications and effects. 
It is a statement about which the Sena
tor from Wisconsin should have known 
something before he made it. I am will
ing to take what the press said at that 
time with respect to the situation, rather 
than the statement as it was read into 
the RECORD that night by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President-
Mr. LUCAS. Does the Senator desire 

to have me yield?. 
Mr. KILGORE. No; if I could g.et the 

floor, I should like to make a statement 
for the RECORD. 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

from West Virginia is recognized. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I was 

in West Virginia on Lincoln's Birthday, 
strange as it may seem, addressing a 
Lincoln Birthday dinner before the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars, and I found 
voters very much perturbed and upset by 
reason of the statement which the ma
jority leader just quoted. This had been 
printed in the Wheeling Intelligencer, a 
very reputable newspaper in Wheeling, 
w.va.: 

While I cannot take the time to name all 
the men in the State Departme.nt who have 
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been named as members of the Communist 
Party and members of the spy ring, I have 
here in my hand a list of 205 that were known 
to the Secretary of State as being :M:embers 
of the Communist Party, and who, neverthe
less, are still working and shaping the policy 
of the State Department. 

Mr. President, the speech to which the 
majority leader referred was broadcast 
t wice over the most powerful radio sta
tion in West Virginia; in fact, the sta
tion practically blankets the Stat e. Ever 
since the making of that speech I have 
been queried every time I met a West 
Virginian as to what there is in this 
commotion. For instance, many per
sons cannot see why we should be voting 
funds to be expended in Europe, to 
strengthen the nations of Europe against 
communism, and at the same time have 
the policy laid down by Communists and 
spy-ring members. 

I have become tired of it. When some
thing worries the people of my State
and they do not lilrn Communists-it 
worries me. It finally came to a climax 
with me on the 25th of April, when my 
former colleague, Dr. Joseph Rosier, 
wrote me a letter in which he said he 
thinks a book entitled "The Devil in Mas
sachusetts," should be required reading 
for all Members of the United States 
Senate. That book, Mr. President, is a 
rather modern history of the witchQraft 
trials in Massachusetts. He goes on fur
ther in his letter and says that it looks 
as if we are engaged in a witch hunt, and 
that the people of the State are dis
turbed by it. 

The next day, on the 26th, I wrote to 
Mr. Peurifoy, of the State Department, 
and asked him if the Department had 
any way of verifying whether or not the 
statement which had been published 
was actually made. I did not think all 
the persons in the Department would 
make any mistake. He sent to my office 
a transcript of the speech, two copies 
of it, one copy certified to by Paul A. 
Myers, an official of the radio station, 
who checked the filed speech against 
the delivery, and by another man who 
did the same thing, Mr. James.K. Whit
aker. 

Mr. Myers, in his affidavit, says: 
State of Virginia, County of Ohio, to 

wit--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, who is 
Mr. Myers? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Myers is program 
manager of Station WWVA, and Mr. 
Whitaker is the station manager of 
Station WWV A, w:Q.ich is the largest sta
tion in Wheeling; in fact, the most pow
erful station in the State of West Vir
ginia. 

Mr. LUCAS. The station broadcast 
this address, did it? 

Mr. KILGORE. It broadcast the ad
dress, and these two men checked the 
script against the address as delivered, 
to make sure whether it was delivered as 
filed. 

Mr. Myers' affidavit reads: 
This day Paul A. Myers personally appeared 

before me, Lucille M. Bock, a notary public 
of said county, being by me first duly sworn, 
says: As program director of radio station 
WWVA, I read the attached 13-page speech 
scr ipt before it was delivered by Senator 

JosEPH :M:cCARTHY on February 9, 1950. I 
reviewed our tape recording of the delivered 
speech before WWV A broadcast it on that 
same evening, and again reviewed it, against 
the script on the following . day. I certify 
that the tape recQrding was the same as 
the attached script wit h the exception of 
interpolations and connective words such as 
"a's"; and "and's" and "the's"; which to my 
way of thinking did not materially change 
the meaning of the text. 

I have initialed each page of the attached 
photostatic copy of Senator McCAF.THY's 
speech. 

PAUL A. MYERS. 
Taken, subscribed and sworn to before · 

me this 25th day of April 1950. 
LUCILLE M. BOCK, 

Notary Publi c. 
:M:y commission expires February 3, 1952. 

On page 7 of the transcript is the 
exact wording ref erred to. I quote: 

And ladies and gentlemen, while I can
not take the time to name all the men in 
the St ate Department who have been named 
as active members of the Communist Party 
and members of a spy ring, I have here in 
my h and a list of 205 * • • a list of 
names that were made known to the Secre
tary of State as being members of the Com
munist Party and who nevertheless are still 
working and shaping policy· in the State 
Depart ment. 

That speech was made on the 9th day 
of February and, as I said before, that 
part was reported by the Wheeling Intel
ligencer. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the Sen• 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. I desire to read into the 
RECORD what the Senator from Wiscon
sin said, as he read the speech on the 
night of February 20, on that very point. 
This is what he said he said: 

I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals 
who would appear to be either card-carrying 
members or certainly loyal to the Communist 
Part y, but who, nevertheless, are st111 help
ing to shape our foreign policy. 

Mr. KILGORE. Also, Mr. President, 
Mr. James K. Whitaker made an affi
davit: 
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

County of Ohio, to wit: 
This day James K. Whitaker personally 

appeared before me, Lucille M. Bock, notary 
public of said county, and being by me first 
duly sworn says: As news editor of radio 
station WWV A I was in charge of the tape 
recording of Senator JOSEPH :M:cCARTHY'S 
speech at the Hotel :M:cLure, Wheeling, W. Va., 
on February 9, 1950. At th~ hotel I followed 
the prepared script as I listened to the 
speech. I certify that the delivered speech, 
as recorded by me, and on that evening 
broadcast by Station WWVA was in the same 
form as the attached photostat of the pre
pared script-with the exception. of the usual 
added connective phrases and the addition 
or deletion of such words as "a's"; "and's" 
and "the's," which to my thinking did not 
materially change the meaning of the text. 
' I have initialed each page of the attached 

photostatic copy of Senator :M:cCARTHY's 
speech. 

JAMES K. WHITAKER. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 

25th day o! April 1950. 
LUCILLE :M:. BOCK, 

Notary Public. 

On page 7. will be found a paragraph 
ident ical with the paragraph previously 
read. 

Mr. President, as I . have stated, a 
statement such as I have referred to up
sets the people. It creates disunity. 
When a statement criticizing one of the 
Government departments, and persons 
employed in it, comes from a Member of 
the United States Senate the people of 
my State feel, since he is an official 
of the Government that he knows what 
he is t alking about. It is disturbing to 
them, particularly to the type of peo
ple we have in the Wheeling section, 
a large st eel producing area, and in the 
big coal fields. We have, thank good
ness, but few Communists in West Vir
ginia. But such a statement as that to 
which I have referred is disturbing, and 
I feel that something should be done to 
reassure and perhaps to correct the 
attitude of our people. 

Mr. President, I see that the chair
man of the subcommittee, the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] is pres
ent. I am not a member of the sub
committee. Paraphrasing what Will 
Rogers once said "What goes on in the 
subcommittee I know about only from 
reading the papers." I have not seen 
any statement like the one I read pro
duced before the committee. · I ask the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland 
whether anyone -has testified before the 
subcommittee about the alleged 205 card
carrying Communists in the State 
Department? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virgini.a yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I gladly yield so the 
Senator may answer the question. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, all I 
care to say now is, as I told the Senate 
the other day, that I have been working 
very, very hard on this case. I promised 
the Senate when I stood here a little 
while ago that I would make a complete 
and far-reaching investigation into all 
phases of it. Therefore, all I can say 
to the Senator from West Virginia at 
this time is that I do not ca,re to com
ment on the matter he has brought be
fore the Senate at this particular time. 
In due course, and when it is appro
priate, I shall conie before the Senate, 
and it will take me a considerable while 
to lay this matter in all its ramifications 
before this august body. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would the Senator 
care to have the copies from which I 
have read, for the benefit of the sub
committee? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall be very glad 
to have them. I assume they are perti
nent matter. 
· Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from West Virginia yield so I 
may ask the able Senator from Mary
land one question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. If it is a fair question, 

I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maryland whether the Senator from 
Wisconsin produced any proof with re
spect to the 205 persons who, as the affi
davits just read show, he said were card
carrying Communists employed in the 
state Department and helping to estab
lish its policy? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
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Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to say to 

the Senator from Illinois that all the 
testimony of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. McCARTHY] dealing with Commu
nists or disloyal persons has been taken 
in open hearings, and therefore the Sen
ator from Illinois can draw the same 
conclusion from that testimony that I 
can draw. I do not care to comment at 
this particular time on that matter, al
though I am always glad to accommodate 
the distinguished and able Senator from · 
Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. If I understand the Sen
ator correctly, then, with respect to the 
205 card-carrying Communists, so

. called, anything that has been testified 
about them. has been testified in the 
open? 

Mr. TYDINGS. By the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. LUCAS. Which has been nothing. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
me so that I may address a question to 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 

ask the distinguished chairman of the 
subcommittee if the Senator from Wis
consin has at any time been asked by any 
member of the subcommittee whether or 
not he niade the statement in West Vir
ginia that there were 205 card-carrying 
Communists in the State Department? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
should . like to answer the Senator. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I hope the Senator 
from Minnesota will not press that ques
tion, because it would not be proper for 
the Senator to answer it at the moment. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield so 
I may address an inquiry to the Senator 
from Maryland? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have already yield
ed to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 
may I ask if the chairman of the sub
committee will at a later date in the 
hearings of the subcommittee try to 
reach a decision as to whether or not 
there . were 205 card-carrying Commu
nists, or whether there were 57 card
carrying Communists, or whether there 
was 1 card-carrying Communist? I 
think the American people would ·like 

·to know from the findings of the com-
, mittee just how many card-carrying 

Communists there are supposed to be in 
or out of the Department That is some
thing I should like to have investigated. 
As one Member of the Senate, I should 
like to know that. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Without desiring to 
evade the Senator's question I will say 
that all matters pertinent to this inquiry 
will in due time be laid before the Senate. 
I prefer not to make any comment at 
this time. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Although the Sen

ator from Maryland has been ·very busy 
in connection with his duties as chair
man of the subcommittee, I am sure. he 
is familiar with the series of articles 

which began 2 days ago in the Washing
ton News, relative to the Amerasia case. 
I wonder if the able Senator from Mary
land could give any assurance to the 
Senate that this matter will be dili
gently pursued since it does involve the 
theft of papers from various agencies of 
the Federal Government, including the 
State Department, so that once and for 
all we can have cleared up this aspect of 
the case, which has been of vital con
cern to the American people, Democrats 
and Republicans alike? I think, as the 
News said in its editorial today, that the 
able Senator from Mar~'land could per
form a great service to the country if he 
were to go into the Amerasia case en
tirely and develop the facts to which I 
think the American people are entit led. 
Can the Senator give us any assurances 
on that point? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
t he Senator from West Virginia yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. To repeat what I 

have said to Senators who have been in
terrogating me previously, all matters 
pertinent to this investigation will be 
thoroughly investigated, and in due time 
the Senator from Maryland will lay a 
very, very complete report before his 
colleagues for their consideration. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield for 
one more question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I yield for one 
more question. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I should like, if 
the Senator will permit me, to ask unan
imous consent to have printed as a part 
of my remarks the articles dealing with 
the Amerasia case which have appeared 
in the last 3 days in the Washington 
Daily News. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I 
should say to the Senator from Cali
fornia 'that, so far as I am concerned, 
I shall not object, but I believe the Sen
ator would be well advised if all matters 
of that character were not printed until 
the subcommittee comes in with its re
port, at which point, if the Senator 
thinks it pertinent, he can put the mat
ter in the RECORD. I do not think we 
should load up the RECORD with articles 
pro or con, because if Senators begin 
doing so other Senators will present 
similar matter for the RECORD, and the 
Senator himself knows that such proce
dure would be endless. Since there are 
two good Republican colleagues on the 
subcommittee, the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. HICKENLOOPER] and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGEl-and 
our relations, in spite of some minor 
differences, have been very harmoni
ous-I hope the Senator from California 
will give us a chance to go into whatever 
matters we think pertinent, and lay the 
Jacts before the Senate, without insert- . 
ing anything in the RECORD at this time. 
But it is the Senator's privilege to do so, 
if he wants to do it. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed, 
as a part of my remarks--

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield for 
that purpose? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield, if I do not 
lose the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unani
mous consent the Senator from West 
Virginia may yield for such a purpose. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
offer and ask to have printed as a part 
of my remarks, Mr. President, the series 
of articles which began on Monday, May 
1, in the Washington News, and cont in
ued on Tuesday, May 2, and Wednesday, 
May 3, dealing with the Amerasia case. 

!!'he VICE.PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

The articles referred to are as follows: 
[From the Washington Daily News of May 1, 

1950] 
THE AMERASIA CASE 

Time and again over the last 5 years the 
phrase "Amerasia case" has bobbed up in 
the newspapers and magazines. · 

Well, just what is the Amerasia case? 
Why was it important? 
What was involved? 
And who? ' 
And what happened? 

- The story has been told piecemeal as it 
unfolded. But never before has it been 
woven together as. a whole, against the 
background that spells out its significance. 

Many believe tJie Amerasia case is the key 
to America's postwar diplomatic debacle in 
Asia. 

Many, including the Scripps-Howard 
newspapers, believe that if the case had been 
pursued honestly and vigorously: 

Pro-Communists in the Far Eastern Divi
sion of the State Department would have 
been cleaned out. 

General Marshall probably would never 
have been sent to China with instructions to 
force the Nationalist Government to take in 
the Chinese Communists. 

Probably China wouid not have been 
handed to the Soviet on a silver platter. 

Most important of all, the United States 
would not today be looking down the gun 
barrel in the frightful prospect of another 
war. 

Once again an effort is being made in Con
gress to bring full public disclosure of the 
political shenanigans, cover-ups and white
washes of the Amerasia case. 

That effort will succeed only if the public 
demands all the !acts, no matter who is af
fected. 

On page 3, Scripps-Howard Staff Writer 
Frederick Woltman begins to tell in chron
ological order, the bold outline of the 
Amerasia story. His · stories will tell how it 
started by mere chance, the climax of the 
arrests and the anticlimaxes of the strange 
suppressions that followed the arrests. 
These suppressions prevented the public from 
learning the fUll story of the theft of hun
dreds of secret Government documents dur
ing the war. 

In today's article Mr. Woltman exposes the 
bare bones of the Amerasia skeleton. In 
his subsequent articles he will add flesh 
to those bones. 

But Mr. Woltman can't tell the whole story. 
Only a committee of Congress with the 

power to subpena evidence and compel testi
mony can do that. 

Senator TYl>INGS' committee can find the 
answers-if it will. 

And maybe it will, if public opinion in
sists. 

You are part of the public. You should 
have an opinion about this matter. We be
lieve this full account of · it will help you 
to reach an opinion. Besides, you will find 
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the story, which starts today on page 3, an 
exciting and interesting one to read. 

CHANCE GLANCE SET OFF FAMOUS AMERASIA 

CASE 

(By Frederick Woltman) 
Early in March 1945, an official in the Office 

of Strategic Services here happened to be 
glancing through an obscure magazine pub· 
lished in New York City, called Amerasia. 

What he read sent Archbold van Beuren, 
security chief of America's wartime espion-
age agency, fiying to New .York. _ · 

It was an article criticizing the British 
occupation of Thailand. And it was, in sub
stance, virtually identical with a secret re
port the OSS had sent to the State Depart
ment 2 months earlier. Some of the phrase
ology was the same. 

In the Manhattan office of Frank Bielaski, 
director of undercover investigation for OSS, 
an immediate plan of action was mapped 
out. 

For the war, then, was nearing a climax in 
both the East and the West. The American 
First Army was smashing across th.e Rhine, 
ready to pierce the heart of Germany. Our 
troops were chasing the Japs out of the Phil· 
1ppines. The Air Force was preparing a dev
astating raid on Tokyo. 

The atom bomb was still a secret. Five 
months later it would destroy Hiroshima. 

Investigator Bielaski • put a round-the· 
clock surveillance on Amerasia's headquar
ters at 225 Fifth Avenue. Ten days later, at 
midnight March 11, he raided the office
without a search warrant. 

The raiders didn't need to stay long. 
In an envelope· on a desk they found copies 

of six documents from the Office of Naval 
Intelligence, marked "top secret." · Then they 
turned up not only copies of the original 
OSS report on Thailand but five original OSS 
documents which nobody knew were missing. 
FOUND SUITCASE FULL O·~ SECRET DOCUMENTS 

Finally, in the office of Philip J. Jaffe, 
Amerasia's editor, one of the OSS men found 
a suitcase, bearing the initials "PJJ." It 
contained scores of documents or copies of 
documents, classified "restricted" · to ''top 
secret." They came from Naval Intelligence, 
Military Intelligence, the Office of Censor
ship, the State Department and OSS. Nearly 
all of them dealt with the Far East, espe-
cially China. . 

Pocketing 15 of the documents, Mr. Bielaskl 
headed for La Guardia Airport. · 

The next morning OSS headquarters here 
was thrown into a turmoil. Brig. Gen. Wil
liam J. Donovan visited a high Navy De
partment official. Together they called on 
Secretary of State Edward R. Stettinius. Mr. 
Stettinius immediately sent for Assistant 
Secretary Julius C Holmes. 

At the request of the State Department 
and the Navy, the FBI was put on the Amer
asia case. President Roosevelt, himself, who 
had less than a month to live, is reported 
to have ordered the inquiry. 

J. EDGAR HOOVER LED TOP-DRAWER MANHUNT 

J. Edgar Hoover, FBI Director, had a com
plete go-ahead. 

Since it involved thefts of documents from 
the Nation's most important wartime de
partments, it was to be a top-drawer inves-
tigation. . 

For 3 months the FBI conducted one of 
the most intensive jobs in its history. FBI 
agents watched everybody connected with 
Amerasia and its editor and owner, Mr. Jaffe. 

Mr. Jaffe, a greeting-card manufacturer 
with a yearly income averaging $30,000 to 
$40,000, turned out to have Communist ties. 
He was a friend, they learned, of Earl 
Browder, for many years boss of the Com
munist Party. Mr. Jaffe had led or served 
on various Communist fronts, particularly 

ones that promoted Soviet foreign policies, 
inclu ... ing Stalin's aspirations in Asia. 
AMERASIA WAS BIBLE OF STATE DEPARTMENT BLOC 

Amerasia, supposed to be an authoritative 
journal on the Far East, had a circulation of 
only 1,700. But Amerasia was a favorite
some said "the bible"-of the influential 
bloc in the State Department which saw in 
the Chinese Reds, rather than the National
ist Government, the true destiny of China. 

From issue to issue Ameriasia strictly fol
lowed the Communist Party line on Asia.' 

A member of its editorial board from 1937 
to 1941 was Owen Lattimore, professor of the 
Walter Hines Page School of International 
Relations at Johns Hopkins University. 

While Mr. Jaffe was under 24-hour sur
veillance by the FBI he met a State Depart
ment official. He was John Stewart Service, 
a Foreign Service officer and member of the 
anti-Nationalist bloc. 

Mr. Jaffe met Mr. Service in New York City. 
ROTH WAS JAFFE AIDE BEF9RE ENTERING NAVY 

Another Jaffe contact was Lt. Andrew 
Roth, who was · liaison officer between the 
Office of Naval Intelligence and the State 
Department. Lieutenant Roth, the FBI dis
covered, had been Mr. Jatie's research assist
ant on Amerasia. 

While under consideration for the Navy 
assignment, Lieutenant Roth had been in
vestigated by the counter-intelligence divi
sion of the Third Naval District in New York. 
The counter-intelligence report termed him 
a Communist fellow-traveler and recom
mended that he be not assigned to Naval 
Intelligence. But nevertheless he was. 

Meanwhile, on several occasions the FBI 
tailed Mr. Jaffe· to the Soviet Consulate in 
New York. Three times 'he visited the home 
of Earl Browder. in Yonkers, N. Y. 

Then, on April 22, 1945, the Communist 
Party chief returned the visits. Mr. Browder 
brought along a third person and all three 
conferred for 5 hours in Mr. Jaffe's Green
wich Village apartment. 

The third person was Tung-Piwu, formerly 
a resident of Russia and one of the three 
top Chinese Communists who, through the 
years, had masterminded the Red opposition 
to Chiang- Kai-shek. Thereafter, Tung flew 
to the United Nations Organization Confer-:
ence in San Francisco as a delegate of the 
Chinese Communists. 

FOUND COMPLETE DETAILS OF NATIONALIST 
ARMIES 

This seemed significant because one of 
· the secret documents Mr. Bielaski saw in the 

Jaffe suitcase wa.s a detailed report on the 
complete disposition of· the Chinese Nation
alist armies. That i:eport would have been 
invaluable to the Communist forces which 
were later to take over China. The report 
listed the locations, commanding officers, and . · 
names of all of Chiang's fighting units, in
cluding their military strength. · - . 

The FBI never was able to trace the trans
mission of any of the Government documents 
to known Communist agents. 

Finally, its case ·in shape, the FBI turned 
all the evidence over to the Justice Depart
ment. The Department's legal experts ap
praised. it carefully. Then, the Attorney 
General's office ordered six arrests. The order 
for the arrests was personally authorized by 
President Truman shortly before he left for 
his Potsdam conference with Premier Stalin. 

On the night of June 6, 1945, the Depart
ment of Justice issued an official release. 

HOW JUSTICE DEPARTMENT ANNOUNCED SIX 

ARRESTS 

"The Department of Justice announces the 
arrest by special agents of the FBI of six 
persons, including a Naval Reserve lieuten
ant, until recently on active duty, and two 
State Department employees in Washington, 
and the editor of Amerasia magazine in New 

York City, on charges of conspiracy to vio
late the Federal Espionage Statutes through 
theft of highly confidential docu·ments." 

The statute invoked, concluded the release, 
"covers the unauthorized po.ssession or trans
mittal of national defense data. The max
imum penalty upon conviction is 2 years' im
prisonment and $10,COO fine." 

Data "removed from the Government's 
confidential files,'' said the Justice Depart
ment release, "usually was turned over to 
Jaffe at meetings in Washington and New 
York." 

While arresting Mr. Jaffee on a warrant, 
the FBI found four file drawers crammed full 
of the documents. 

PUMPKIN WAS PIKER COMPARED TO THIS 

There were 267 prepared by the State De
partment, including 2 top secret and 34 se
cret; 50 prepared by OSS; 19 prepared by 
Naval Intellige~ce; 34 prepared by Military 
Intelligence, and 58 prepared by the Office 
of War Information. 

Their number many times over exceeded 
the State Department documents in the fa
mous Whittaker Chambers "pumpkin pa
pers" case which earlier this year resulted 
in the conviction of Alger Hiss. 

The Amerasia documents, moreover, were 
far more important. 

Among them was an order of battle report 
shqwing the disposition of the Japanese fleet 
before the Battle of Leyte and a description 
of the prevailing winds and the length of 
runways at the landing fields of Korea. 

THIRD DOCUMENT WAS CRITICISM OF CHIANG 

A third, marked Document No. 58, was en
titled "Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek-De
cline of His Prestige and Criticism of and op.: 
position to His Leadership." 

The six arrested were : 
Philip J. Jaffe; born in 1897 in Mogllev, 

Ukraine, Russia, and naturalized as a United 
States citizen in New York in 1933. 

Lt. Andrew Roth, born in 1919 in the 
Bronx. He received degrees from the Col
lege of the City of New York and Columbia 
University; joined the Navy in 1941 after 
working as a research associate for Amerasia, 

John Stewart Service, born in Czechwan, 
China, ·in 1909; a graduate of Oberlin Col
lege, Ohio, State Department Foreign Service 
officer since 1933. · 

Kate Louise Mitchell, born in 1908 in .Buf
falo, where sh.e was listed in the Social-Reg
ister, a graduate of Bryn Mawr and· a co-
editor of Amerasia. . 

Mark Gayn, born in 1908 at Barfm, Man
churia, naturalized in 1943, a free-lance 
writer who, at the time of . his arrest, was 
planning to go to Russia, India, and China 
as a newspaper corr3spondent. 

Emanuel Sigurd Larsen, born at San 
Rafael, Calif., .in 1897, educated in China and 
Denmark, a specialis·.; in the Chinese. Division 
of the Office of Far Eastern Affairs, State De
partment. For a tfme he had been employed 
by Naval Intelligence as a civilian senior · 
analyst on affairs in China, Indochina, 
Thailand, and India. 

Bail for each was set at $10,000. 
RED PRESS SET OFF HOWLS OF ANGUISH 

At once a howl of anguish went up from 
the Communist press. The Communist Party 
began a counteroffensive which spread to the 
leftist press and even to more conservative 
newspapers. Friends of the six went to work 
on prominent radio commentators. 

The Daily Worker promptly arrived at a. 
verdict of innocent. It called on "the Amer
ican people" to flood President Truman with 
a barrage of protests for this "attack on 
democracy." 

Lieutenant Roth, then on bail, wrote a 
series of articles for a New York newspaper 
lambasting the State Department. 

Columnists accused Acting Secretary 
Joseph c. Grew, a leader of the anti-Soviet 
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bloc in the State Department, of attempting 
to "terrorize" and "intimidate" the critics 
of his Far Eastern policy. 

GOVERNMENT AVOIDED COMMUNIST ANGLE 
Actually, Mr. Grew was an ·innocent by

stander. The Amerasia case itself had peen 
sparked by Mr. Stettinius. But, so fast had 
the counteroffensive mushroomed that 9 days 
later the Acting Secretary took the unperce
dented step of issuing a defense: · 

"There isn't any mystery about this at all. 
We heard somebody in the chicken coop and 
went to see who was there, and what we 
found has been announced publicly. • • • 

"The investigation was requested to de
termine the facts about a substantial traffic 
in secret document affecting the national de
fense. • • • Ample grounds were found to 
cause the :...rrests and to bring about charges.'~ 

Throughout the Amerasia case, the Govern
ment carefully a.voided introducing the Com
munist angle. That was to come out 'at the 
trial. 

In the meantime, a special effort was made 
to have the charges dropped against Miss 
Mitchell and Mr. Service. Miss Mitchell, who 
was wealthy, retained Joseph M. Hartfield, a 
politically influential New York attorney. 
Mr. Jaffe was represented by a law partner 
of Representative Eu:ANUEL CELLER, Democ
crat of New York. 

DEFENSE ATTORNEYS CONSULTED CLARK -
· Defense attorneys made repeated trips here 

to consult Department of Justice officials. 
On at least one occasion they spoke with 
Attorney General Tom C. Clark, now a Su-
preme Court Justice. · 

Finally, in July 1945, the Justice Depart
ment presented the case to the spring term 
of the District of Columbia Federal grand 
jury. 

All the evidence w.as in, including testi
mony of FBI agents, and indictments were 
expected the . last day of the term. 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT PRESENTED CASE AGAIN 
Instead, the grand judy was dismissed. 

The Attorney General, it was explained, had 
agreed to permit Miss Mitchell and Messrs. 
Gayn and Service to testify in their own 
behalf. 

Not infrequently in Washington Federal 
grand juries are extended over the regulai: 
terms for uncompleted business. 

Nevertheless, the Justice Department pre
sented the Amerasia case all over again to 
the summer grand jury. All witnesses had 
to return and tell their stories a second time. 
The new grand jury heard the · three de
fendants and returned no 'true bills. This 
cleared Kate Mitchell, Mark Gayn, and John 
Stewart Service of all charges against them. 

At the same time, it indicated Messrs. 
Jaffe, Larsen, and Roth on a reduced charge 
of "coµspiracy to embezzle, steal, and pur
loin property, records, and valuable ~hings of 
the record and property of the United States." 

BROADCASTER MADE PROPHETIC TALK 
A few days later, on August 13, a radio 

commentator, J. Raymond Walsh, made a 
prophetic talk over the air. A backer of 
many Communist fronts, he had been stoutly 
defending the Amerasia group. Concerning 
Miss Mitchell, Mr. Walsh said: 

"People who knew her were dumfounded 
when she was arrested. They quickly came 
to her defense, for they knew she could not 
possibly have been guilty. It so happens 
that she had some very powerful connections, 
which probably led the State Department 
people to wish · they had never heard of 
her • • •." 

Of Mr. Service, he stated: 
"His arrest brought some exceedingly 

powerful people within the Government to 
his defense. Again one can easily infer that 
those who began this affair wish they 
hadn't." 

And, of the three indicted, Messrs. Jaffe, 
Larsen, and Roth, the broadcaster declared: 

"And one even hears rum.ors of settlement 
of their case without trial." 

SHAKE-UP PREDICTED FOR STATE DEPARTMENT 
A shake-up, meanwhile, was predicted for 

the State Department. James F. Byrnes had 
now become ·Secretary. Mr. Grew was on 
his way out. 

Within a week after the grand jury acted, 
Mr. Grew and Assistant Secretary Holmes 
resigned. Dean Acheson, who had previously 
resigned from the Department, was named 
Under Secretary to succeed Mr. Grew. 

Within 2 weeks, Mr. Service was reinstated 
"'for important work in connection with Far 
Eastern Affairs" and congratulated by Sec
retary Byrnes "on this happy termination of 
your ordeal." Mr. Grew also wrote express
ing ·pleasure at Mr. Service's "complete vin
dication." 

There were still three under indictment in 
the Amerasia case. 

On September 29, a Saturday morning, 
when Federal court is rarely in session, Mr. 
J affe was permited to plead guilty. Whether 
any reporters were present could not be as
certained at this late date. The press services 
sent out a few paragraphs. And the story 
of the Amerasia case practically evaporated. 

It was a peculiar court session. 
Robert M. Hitchcock, Special Assistant 

Attorney General, permitted Mr. Jaffe's 
lawyer to make the "statement of facts." 
Ordinarily, that's the duty of the prosecutor, 
since it guides the court in fixing the penalty. 

When Albert Arent, defense attorney; 
asked permission to make a statement "set
ting forth the situation," Judge James M. 
Proctor, a respected member of the Federal 
bench, replied: 

"Please make it brief because I do not 
expect to hold any extended session here 
this morning." 

Prosecutor Hitchcock concurred in the 
defense statement. 

And-, when the judge asked him how long 
it would take to explain where the Gov
ernment stood, Mr. Hitchcock replied: 

"Less than 5 minutes." 
TRIAL WOULD LAST ABOUT 4 MONTHS 

Whatever use Mr. Jaffe made of the Gov
ernment documents, Mr. Hitchcock told the 
court, "was largely to the purpose of lend
ing credence or variety" to his magazine 
Amerasia. A trial, he went on, would be 
difficult and probably last 4 months. 

He agreed with the defense claim that 
the Government "does not contend that 
any of this material was used for any dis
loyal purpose." 

Judge Proctor suggested a probation re
port to guide him. Both the Government 
and the defense quickly talked that down, 
urging that a fine be imposed that very 
morning. (A probation officer, in District 
Court here, has access to the "jackets" of 
each case. These would include the com
plete FBI investigative report, including Mr. 
Jaffe's Communist background for cross-ex
amination purposes.) 

No evidence was introduced into the 
record. None of the documents were shown 
to the judge. If anyone from the FBI was 
present; he did not participate. 
UNITED STATES ASKS DISMISSAL OF CHARGE 

AGAINST ROTH 
The judge imposed a $2,500 fine which 

Jaffe paid at once. 
Subsequently, Mr. Hitchcock left the Jus

tice Department. He joined the Buffalo law 
firm of Kenefick, Cooke, Mitchell, :Sass & 
Letchworth. A partner of that firm was 
James Mitchell, Kate Mitchell's uncle who 
had worked· on the case in her behalf. 

The charge against Lieutenant Roth was 
later dismissed on motion of the Govern-

ment. Mr. Larsen, the last of the defendants, 
pleaded nolo contendere and was fined $500. 

Mr. Jaffe paid Larsen's fine and kicked in 
an extra $2,500 to reimburse his codefendant 
for legal costs. 

REPUBLICANS FILED DISSENTING REPORTS 
The case did not die here. 
In 1946 the Hobbs House Judiciary sub

committee took a look at it again. The. 
Democratic majority found "an astonishing 
lack of security in some departments or 
agencies of our Government." At the same 
time, the administration majority reported 
it found no evidence to justify adverse criti
cism of anyone connected with the Amer• 
asia case. The two Republican members 
filed dissenting reports. 

The Hobbs committee had held only one 
public hearing; and it toook 5 months to 
submit a report. The report gained little 
public attention. In that postwar period, 
public opinion was in a confused state over 
the Communist issue. Most people famillar 
with the Amerasia background were dissat
isfied with the Hobbs subcommittee's hap
hazard review. So again the case did not die. 

CASE COMES TO LIFE AS BUDENZ TESTIFIES 
Since the Communist conquest of China, 

there has been a rising public suspicion that 
the Amerasia case might be the key to what 
happened in .Asia. -

Mr. Larsen has declared ·he was an inno~ 
cent victim of Mr. Jaffe's machinations and 
charged there was a mysterious whitewash of 
the chief actors in the case. 

American policy did switch. 
The Amerasia case has come to life once 

more. Louis F. Budenz, former Communist 
and editor of the Daily Worker, swore that 
Mr. Jaffe was a Soviet espionage agent. 

And the Tydings subcommittee, investigat
ing Senator JosEPH R. McCARTHY'S charges of 
Communists in the State Department, has 
promised to investigate. But it hasn't 
scratched the surface yet. 

[From Washington Daily News of May 2, 
1950] 

How P. J. JAFFE, OF AMERASIA, LED DRIVE To 
WEAKEN UNITED STATES RESISTANCE TO RED 
ExPANSION 
(NoTE.-Hundreds of secret documents, 

stolen during wartime from the State De
partment, Naval Intelligence, Military In• 
telligence, and the Office of Strategic Services, 
were found during a raid on the New York 
offices of the obscure magazine, Amerasia. 
That was the start of the notorious Amerasia 
case. Now, 5 years later, there still is much 
about the Amerasia case that the public has 
not been told. There were mysterious moves 
and cover-ups, intrigue, and whitewashes as 
the case progressed and finally came to a 
deadend. Here for the first time the Amer• 
asia 9ase is being told as a whole against the 
background that shows its significance. 
Yesterday Scripps-Howard Staff Writer Fred
erick Woltman sketched the outline of the 
case. Today he exposes the background of 
its central figure,_ Philip J. Jaffe.) 

(By Frederick Woltman) 
Phillp J. Jaffe is the central figure in the 

Amerasia case. He edited and financed the 
magazine, Amerasia. And in the magazine's 
offices the FBI found hundreds of secret Gov
ernment documents. 

Jaffe also was the man Earl Browder picked 
to head the Communist Party's front for 
swinging American public opinion in favor 
of a Red China. 

On this mission Jaffe used several aliases. 
First as John Phillips, then as J. W. Phillips, 
he set up a so-called Friends of the Chinese 
People and became its executive secretary. 
And he published its magazine, China. 
Today. 
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Later, as his identity became known, the 

pame Philip J. Jaffe appeared on China To
day's masthead instead of J. W. Phillips. 

Through the ensuing years, J affe continued 
in the forefront of the Communists' drive to 
weaken this Government's resistance to So
yiet expansion in Asia. 

FINDS A WAY TO GET CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS 

Then along about 1944-45, at the height of 
the war, Jaffe struck oil. 

He worked out a system of getting confi· 
dential reports on the Far East prepared by 
the State Department, Naval Intelligence, 
Military Intelligence, and other Government 
wartime agencies. 

But, from the moment the Amerasia case 
broke in June 1945, the Government never 
disclosed his Communist activities which h ad 
so vital a bearing on the Amerasia thefts. 
Instead, the Justice Department allowed the 
prosperous New York· businessman to plead 
guilty to illegal possession of secret Govern
ment documents. It gave him a slap on the 
wrist in t h e form of a ·$2,500 fine. 

Here are some facts the Government neg
lected to tell the public-or the judge in 
the Amerasia case. 

Jaffe, who manufactures greeting cards for 
a living, had for years been contributing up
wards of $5,000 annually to Communist 
causes. 

Originally a Socialist, he switched to the 
Communists in the early thirties. He began 
to write for Labor Defender, official organ 
of the International Labor Defense. Then 
the legal defense arm of the Communist 
Party, the organization has since been put 
on the Attorney General's subversives list. 
4 'THE NEWEST AND LATEST DEMAGOG, ROOSEVELT" 

The August 1933 issue published a full
page article headed: "Uncle Sam Exploits the 
Chinese People • • • by Philip Jaffe." 
It began: · · · · 

"American capitalism is giving the work
ers of this country a new deal. The only 
thing new about this deal is that it is handed 
out by the newst and latest demagog, Roose-
:velt." .. 

Around this time Jaffe got the assignment 
from his friend, Browder, boss of the Com
munist Party. In 1934 he started to edit 
China · Today from his Greenwich Village 
apartment, handling all copy, correcting 
proofs, and doing the general editorial work. 

The first issues, mimeographed, carried no 
masthead. Hence, its editor remained anony. 
mous. But the May 1934 issue did run a back
cover ad: Lectures on China for May by 
friends of the Chinese people-Strike strug. 
gles in Koumintang China~ by John Phillips. 

Under that was an ad for the Communist 
Party's Workers.' Book Shop. 

The first, full-scale printed edition of 
Jaffe's China Today came out October -1934. 
J. w. Phillips was listed as an editor. In
side the front cover Jaffe published a letter to 
the editor which set the future tone of China 
Today. 

"YOURS FOR A SOVIET CHINA" 

The letter called for an end of American 
help to the established Government of China. 
It concluded: "Yours for a Soviet China, 

. ..-Malcolm Cowley." 
· Over the cover itself was spread a map of 
China. The Soviet districts were inked in 
red; the Red Partisan areas aotted red. 

This map showing the progress of the So
vret conquest of China, became a regular 
feature of Jaffe's China Today. The Red 
leaders of that conquest are the men who 
now have taken over most of China's 400,
ooo,ooo population. 

From there on China Today went all out 
for the Chinese Reds, even selling portraits 
of Mao Tse-tung, their Soviet-trained leader, 
at 25 cents a copy. 

The November 1934, issue carried a piece 
aigned J. w. Phillips. Jaffe, who later had 

an income reported to be more than $30,000 
a year, wrote: 

"Fascism in the western countries is a 
product of the decadent period of capital
ism. Capitalism has outlived its h istoric 
role as the organizer and builder of modern 
life." 

In his December 1934 issue, Jaffe published 
this comment: 

"If the people of the United States know 
what is happening in China, if they knew 
the glorious history of the Chinese Commu
nists • • • there will be a storm of pro
test against American and European aid for 
Chiang Kai-shek. • • • 

"Thus, in telling the story of China to 
our people, your magazine is helping to pro
tect the future of the Soviet Union." 

SWITCH TO CHIANG IN FEBRUARY 1939 

Five years afterward, Russia's position on 
Chiang switched. World communism de
cided to work with him in "a united front 
against Fascist aggression." China Today 
and the American Friends of the Chinese 
People, as it was then named, went right 
along. 

The February 1939 China Today ran an 
article favorable to the Generalissimo, com
paring him with George Washington. It was 
titled: "Two Fathers of Their Countries." 

Earlier, in June 1930, the magazine pub
lished a photograph of the Communist 
Party's May Day parade. Jaffe was in the 
picture with a delegation ·from the American 
Friends of the Chinese People. 

His magazine frequently .. advertised mon
ster mass meetings on China, featuring Earl 
Browder as principal speaker. on·e such, in 
October 1935, listed J, W. Phillips as chair
man. 

After Pearl Harbor, China Today mysteri
ously disbanded. The Communists were 
concentrating on opening a second front for 
Russia, rather than helping China. By now, 
the name of Philip J. Jaffe had appeared on 
its masthead. 
CONSPIRING AND TEACHING AT THE SAME TIME 

At the very time Jaffe was conspiring to 
steal Government documents on the Far East 
he was teaching at the Jefferson School in 
New York. That's the Communist Party's 
officiai training school _for pound,ing Stalin
ism-Marxism into future Red leaders. His 
subject was: The Far East in World Affairs. 

He helped organize and was a national 
director of the American -Council on Soviet 
Relations and its successor, the National 
Council of American-Soviet- Friendship. 
Both, listed as subversive by the Attorney 
General, have served as the leading pro
Soviet propaganda outfits in America. 

He was active in the American Writers 
Congress and the China Aid. Council of the 
American League for Peace and Democracy, 
both on the Attorney General's list. 

Today Jaffe is consultant for the Commit
tee for a Democratic Far Eabter-n ~~licy, the 
Communist Party's newest front for a Soviet 
China. It's also listed as Communist by 
the Government. 

None of these facts were made public. by 
the Government in the Amerasia stolen
documents case . 

[From the Washington Daily News of May 3, 
1950) 

AMERASIA JUDGE WASN'T TOLD OF JAFFE'S RED 
• TIES 

(NoTE.-Almost 5 years ago the Amerasia 
case came to an obscure end in a rare Satur
day session of District Court here, remark
able for the fact that the judge learned as 
little about the case as the public has before 
or since. Today Scripps-Howard Writer Fred
erick Woltman, who has inveatigated the 
bewildering f;:i.cets of the case which pro• 
duced more stolen Government documents 
than Whittaker Chambers, · tells of this 

strange legal climax in the third of a series 
of stories.) 

(By Frederick Woltman) 
Philip J. J affe 's Communist record was 

not mentioned by the Government in the 
court hearing that wound up t he Amerasia 
case · of the stolen State Department docu-
ments. · 

Not a single reference to it appeared in the 
15-page transcript of the court record. 

Nor was the judge told that Amerasia m ag
azine, which u sed confidential data from 
rifled State Department files on the Far East, 
was dedicated to the promotion of the Com
munist Party line on China. 

This would have been of the u t most im
portance to the court. For, the punishment 
to be meted out depended on Mr. Jane's 
motives and the use he m ade of the hun
dreds of secret State Department and military 
and naval intelligence records found in his 
office as editor of the m agazine. 

The Government recommended against a. 
jail sentence. Consequently the key figure 
in the Amerasia case escaped with a $2,500 
fine after pleading guilty. And the sensa
tional evidence painstakingly dug up by the 
FBI was kept from the public. 

Mr. Jaffe pleaded guilty here in Washing
ton on Sept ember 29, 1945, before Justice 
James M. Proctor, a respected member of 
the Federal bench who now sits on the 
United States Court of Appeals. 

The charge was "violation of section title 
XV888, United States Code, which is con
spiracy to embezzle, steal, and purloin prop
erty, records, and · valuable things of record 
and property of the United States." 
CONDUCT OF CASE WAS UNUSUAL FROM OUTSET 

The hearing took place on a Saturday 
morning, when the District Court rarely sits. 
It got little attention. 

· Robert M. Hitchcock, Special Assistant .At
torney General, permitted Mr. Jaffe's lawyer 
to make the statement of facts. Ordinarily, 
in a guilty plea, that's ~he job of the prose
cutor, since it giJ.ides the court in fixing the 
penalty. . · -
· When Albert Arent, defense attorney, asked 
permission to make a statement, Judge Proc
tor replied: 

"Please make it brief because I do not 
expect to· hold any extended session here this 
morning." -

Later, when the judge suggested the Gov
ernment explain where it stood and asked 
how long that would take, Mr. Hitchcock re
plied: "Less than 5 minutes." 
~OT "DISLOYAL PURPos:i;:" BUT "JOURNALISTIC 

ZEAL" 

Mr. Arent described his client as "for many 
years a student of far-eastern affairs"; a 
graduate of Columbia with A. B. and M. A. 
degrees; a lecturer at Harvard, Vassar, Yale, 
Dartmouth, and other schools. 

Among co-founders of his magazine 
Amerasia, the defense counsel said, "were dis
tinguished academic people, scholars, politi
cal scientists like Owen Lattimore, head_ of 
the · Walter Hines Page School of Diplomacy 
and International RelationS: 4.t Johns Hop
kins • · • • .'.' 

For 8 ·years, he went on, Mr. Jaffe edited 
Amerasia "without compens tion and at con
siderable sacrifice." 

It. circulat ed "amongst scholars and spe
cialists in far eastern affairs and has found a 
place in the leading libraries and educational 
institutions of the country. 
. "The Government does not contend that 
any of this material was used for any disloyal 
purpose," said Mr. Arent. 

"If Mr. J affe has transgressed the law, it 
seems he has done so from an excess of jour· 
nalistic zeal • • •." 

Judge Proctor, interposing, remarked: 
"There is no doubt but what he has." 

The indictment, declared. Mr. Jaffe's at
torneys, "charges a relatively minor violation 
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which arose out of his anxiety to be ·accu
rately informed in the field of his scholarly 
and journalistic interest." 

He urged that Mr. Jaffe's case be disposed 
of that morning because of "the very grave 
illness of his wife." 

Asked by the court if that was "a correct 
statement," · the special Assistant Attorney 
General answered: 

"In substance, yes, Your Honor." 
NO PROBATION OFFICER SAW JAFFE JACKET 

Then Judge Proctor proposed that the pro-
bation officer investigate and report so that 
the case "take the usual course of such 
cases with a view to possible proba
tion • • •." 

Had that been done, the probation officer 
would have access to the Jaffe "jacket" in the 
United States attorney's office. This in
cludes the FBI "prosecutive summary re
port" as well as Mr. Jaffe's vast Communist 
background and that of Amerasia. 

Here Mr. Hitchcock told the court: "I as
sume that prior to the imposition of sen
tence, which I think counsel hoped to be 
disposed of today inasmuch as we have 
the facts pertinent to the subject, that per
haps even a probation officer would get not 
only from this district but would have to go 
to New York for, Your Honor may wish to 
hear what the Goyernment has to say." 

Mr. Jaffe, he went on, was charged with 
conspiracy in taking and removing from 
Government files, primarily the State Depart
ment, Office of Naval Intelligence, Strategic 
Services and War Information, certain docu
ments that belong to these various agencies. 

"The use to which they were put was, as 
I understand it, largely packground material 
that Mr. Jaffe in the conduct of his Amerasia 
magazine used to assist him in publishing 
articles and preparing arguments that would 
lend to its weight and, perhaps, its circula
tion. The magazine, we know as a mat_ter of 
fact, was a losing proposition financially." 

Asked if the documents were used in such 
a way as to embarrass the Army or Navy 1n 
the conduct of the war, Mr. Hitchcock said 
there was no such evidence. 

"To us," he went on, "it was largely to the 
.purpose of lending credence or variety to the 
publication itself, and perhaps increase its 
circulation and prestige." The documents, 
the prosecutor added, "were undoubtedly 
used by him-else, why take them?" . . 

RECOMMENDED FINE, NO JAIL SENTENCE 

Asked for a recommendation, the Govern
ment -attorney proposed "the imposition· of 
no. jail sentence but that a substantial fine 
be imposed." Mr. Jaffe, he added, "is a well
to-do man-the sole owner, we understand, 
of a prosperous greeting-card business." 

'-'Well," said the judge, "I regret, Mr. Jaffe, 
that you -in ·your zeal to carry on your .work, 
which was evidently for a trustworthy pur
pose, that you were misled to do these things 
which, of ~ourse, did tend to ·break down the 
fidelity of Government employees and of
ficials in the performance of their work." 

He set the fine at $2,500 which Mr. Jaffe 
~ paid immediately. , 

· Nowhere does the record show that Mr. 
Jaffe had been recruited by Earl Browder, 
Communist boss; to head the party's front 
for a Red China: that Amerasia was started 
by Mr. Jaffe, Frederick·v. Field, wealthy Com
munist Party member, and Ch'ao-ting Chi, 
a leading Chinese Communist; or that Amer
asia, which used the documents, was dedl-

. cated to infiuencing American public opin
ion and the State Department in behalf of 
Russia's aspirations in the Far East. · . 

Not one of the stolen documents was in
troduced. Nor was the word communism 
mentioned. 

If any FBI agents were present; they took 
no part. 

HITCHCOCK JOINED FIRM OF DEFENDANT'S UNCLE 

Fifteen months later Mr. Hitchcock re
signed from the Justice Department. He 
joined the Buffalo law firm of Kenefick, 
Cooke, Mitchell, Bass & Letchworth. 

James Mitchell, a partner of the firm, was 
an uncle of Kate Louise Mitchell, Mr. Jaffe's 
coeditor of Ameracia, who was arrested in the 
Amerasia case but later cleared by the grand 
jury. Mr. Mitchell had been active in be
half of his niece. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the Sena
tor from Maryland. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like simply to 
make the observation that I have ac
cumulated a great deal of data about 
which even the committee knows noth
ing. That is not due to the fact that I 
have gotten it from our staff, because I 
have not. I have accumulated it myself 
by hard and diligent work into the late 
hours of the night. I believe I know a 
great deal more at this moment about 
the whole case and its ramifications than 
does any other man in America. I say 
that with no thought of immodesty. If 
the Senate and the country will just wait 
until we come in with the report I am 
sure it will be very instructive. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. For what purpose? 
Mr. FERGUSON. I want to ask the 

Senator from _Maryland a question. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

Senator from West Virginia yield for 
that purpose? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
Mr. FERGUSON. The question is 

this: Does the Senator from Maryland 
agree that the enabling resolution per
;.nits the subcommitee, of which he is· 
the distinguished chairman, to investi
gate the Amerasia case? The language 
in the resolution not only covers those 
in the employment of the State Depart
ment now, but those who heretofore have 
been in its employment, who might be 
disloyal. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from 
Maryland is fuily aware of all the privi
leges and responsibilities and duties en
compassed in the terminology of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Has the Senator 
answered the question of whether or not 
it will permit an investigation of the 
case referred to? 

Mr. TYDINGS. If it is within the 
purview of the resolution, the Senator 
from Michigan would know that as well 
as I would. I am not going to be drawn 
out into a discussion of this case. I have 
taken a good deal of vilification and 
abuse on the floor of the Senate; but a 
long time ago I learned an old proverb 
that "The spoken word is your master. 
The unspoken word is your slave." 

I think perhaps that wi'II be an appro
priate proverb for all of us to bear in 
mind when · I lay the facts before the 
Senate at the conclusion of the inves-
tigation. · 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield? 

Mr. KILGORE. I previously agreed 
to yi~ld to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, 1f 
the Senator will yield now to me

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I shall be very brief. 

I simply wish to ask the Senator two or 
three questions. 

I think the question of the 205 cases 
arises in large part from a letter written 
by the Secretary of State, Mr. Byrnes, 
on July 26, 1946. That letter is repro
duced in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
March 30, 1950. In view of that letter, 
I should like to have clarification made 
of two or three points. 

Has the subcommittee of which the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland is 
chairman been cognizant of the fact that 
there seems to be a misunderstanding as 
to who made the investigation of the ~05 
cases? I ask that question because the 
letter was inserted in the RECORD by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, and it refers 
to 284 cases. Action was taken on 79 
of them, and that leaves 205. That is 
the basis of the matter; and those of 
us who are familiar with the activities 
at that time know that Secretary Byrnes 
dealt with 205 cases. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to inter
rupt the Senator, if I may, long enough 
to say that if there was an·investigation 
during the Eightieth Congress, the Con
gress preceding this one, by the House 
Appropriations Committee, by the House 
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex
ecutive Departments, by the House Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and by the 
Senate Appropriations Committee, pub
lic documents will show whether or not 
that is so. 

The Senator from Maryland has not 
been idle while a great deal of oratory 
has been indulged in on the floor of the 
Senate. In due time the Senator from 
Maryland will respond to the question 
of whether or not the affidavits and the 
paper issued by the State. Department 
and the other matters referred to here 
are to be taken at face value. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Th·e point I should 
like to reach is this : The letter from 
Secretary Byrnes says the investigation 
was made by the screening committee of 
the Department. On the other hand, 
the Senator from Wisconsin said it was 
done by the Security Board appointed by 
the President. Could not the committee 
ascertain the correct situation in that 
connection? 

Mr. TYDINGS. We can. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Seventy-nine cases 

were acted upon. The · Senator from 
· Wisconsin is under the impression, I am 
sure, that they had been · labeled bad 
security risks. 

The report from the Secretary of State 
is that at least the first 26 were aliens 
who could not be employed in peacetime, 
but could have been employed in time of 
war. Could not the committee make a 
finding as to the facts regarding the 79 
thus involved? 

Mr. TYDINGS. We could. 
Mr. ANDERSON. There remain 205. 

The impression the Senator from Wis
consin has is that the President's Loyalty 
Board labeled them bad-security risks. 
My understanding was that it did just 
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the reverse, namely, that it screened 
them. 

Since the 205 cases started this whole 
matter, regardless of whether those 
names were brought in by the Senator 
from Wisconsin or by anyone else, could 
not the committee take those 205 cases 
and give the Senate a report on them? 

Mr. TYDINGS. We could. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
permit me to ask a question of the Sena
tor from New Mexico? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the Senator 
from Illinois, to permit him to ask a 
question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me ask the date 
of the letter of Secretary Byrnes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The date of the 
letter of Secretary Byrnes was July 26, 
1S46. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I now 
yield to my colleague from West Vir
ginia, to permit him to ask a question. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I desire 
the ftoor in my own right as soon as my 
distinguished colleague concludes his 
remarks . 

. Mr. KILGORE. Very well. Then I 
shall yield the floor. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to me 
for a question which I wish to ask of the 
Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. In this afternoon's Eve

ning Star there appears an article by 
Miss Doris Fleeson, in which the follow
i:µg is stated, among other things: 

The Tydings subcommittee of the Senate 
will momentarily disclose the whole story in 
detail. It will show that--

Every name on the list of. 81 . supposed 
Communist sympathizers handed to Senator 
TYDINGS by Senator McCARTHY appears on 
the old House list. . 

The descriptions given by Senator Mc
CARTHY of the 81 tally in substance in every 
instance with the descriptions given in the 
House record, as to ages, dates, type of work, 
background, etc. In some instances Senator 
McCAR'i'HY scarcely bothered to change the 
wording. 

Can the Senator ·from Maryland tell 
me wh'ether that statement is true and 
correct or whether that statement will 
be investigated with respect to the 81 
cases? 

Mr. TYDINGS. As I said a moment 
ago, the Senator from Maryland is not 
hearing anything much this afternoon 
that is new. In the subcommittee we 
have been so busy conducting hearings 
that there is much data which I have 
assembled which I have not as yet had 
an opportunity to lay before the subcom
mittee. 

What the Senator from Illinois asks 
is a very pertinent question. If he will 
forgive me, I prefer at this time not to 
make an answer. 

Mr. LUCAS. So long as the question 
is pertinent, I forgive the Senator. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It is pertinent, and 
I think the Senator from Maryland is 
well advised about the ramifications of 
this whole case. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. · 

Mr. NEELY. ' Mr. President, unhap
pily, this communistic warfare· was 

started at Wheeling, W. Va., in a con
gressional district which honored me 
with five elections to the House of Repre· 
sentatives. 

The people of West Virginia have been 
intensely interested in this extraordinary 
matter ever since the distinguished 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. McCAR
THY] made his sensational speech in 
Wheeling on the ninth day of last 
February. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
wonder whether the Senator from West 
Virgina will yield, to permit me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. NEELY. I gladly yield for a 
.question. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I wished to ask the 
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KILGORE] this question, bu~ he refused to 
yield to me. So I could not ask the 
question then. 

Therefore, I should like to ask it of the 
junior Senator from West Virginia. 

In view of the fact that we are playing 
this numbers game today, I should like 
to ask the Senator whether he is aware 
of the fact that during the Lincoln Day 
speaking tour I made, I sent to the Presi
dent of the United States a telegram in 
which I called attention to .the 57 names 
I had, and also said, "Mr. President, you 
can have those names if you desire 
them." At that time I also called at
tention to the letter of Secretary Byrnes 
in which he points out that his own se
curity board or loyalty board-and there 
were some fine men on that board also
labeled approximately 300 as improper 
for State Department employment. The 
actual number is 284 or 285. I called 
attention in that wire to the President 
the fact that only about 80 of those men 
were discharged-.- . 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I yield for · 
a question-n.ot for a speech. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am asking the 
Senator from West Virginia whether he 
is aware of the fact that on that speak
ing tour I sent the President such a tele
gram, which I assume he still has, so 
that there will be recorded in his mind 
and in the mind of everyone, the · fact 
that in that telegram· I referred to the 
57 names which I said I had, and the 205 
names which I said were named by the 
President's own security board, and 
which persons were not discharged. 

So I .think we should be done with this 
silly numbers game. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I am 
familiar with all that has appeared in 
the papers concerning the matters men
tioned by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Let me assure him that it is not my in
tention to discuss anything as unimpor
tant as a numbers game or racket. 

My very limited relations with the 
Secretary of State have been uniformly 
friendly. My intimate associations with 
the able Senator from Wisconsin, as a 
member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, of which I am the chair
man, have been harmonious and pleas
ant in the highest degree. There is not 
a single reason-personal or political
that would induce me to help or hurt 
either of these high officials at the ex
pense of the other. Whatever r ·may say 
or do relative to the bitter controversy 

raging between the Senator and the 
Secretary · of State will be prompted 
solely by a desire to· discharge fully and 
fairly my official duty to all concerned. 

Soon after the Senator from Wisconsin 
delivered his West Virginia speech, which 
appeared in the Wheeling Intelligencer, 
and from which I shall later quote, I ven
tured to tell him that, in· my opinion, if 
he, by legal evidence, conclusively proved 
that with the knowledge and consent oI 
Secretary Acheson there were 205 Com
munists in the Department of State, he 
would thereby render his country one of 
the greatest services that has been per
formed since the days of the immortal 
Washington; but that if those charges 
failed, and the people became convinced 
that they were without justification, he 
would be not only discredited but retired 
from public office and disgraced forever. 

If Secretary Acheson has knowingly 
harbored 205 Communists, or even one 
Communist in the Department of State, 
he should be scourged from office and, by 
unanimous consent, degraded to the level 
of Benedict Arnold for being a traitor to 
the United States. But if it becomes ap
parent that the Secretary is completely 
·guiltless of these charges, he should be 
handsomely vindicated, and his inno
cence should be officially procl~imed to 
the world. 

If the Secretary's vindication becomes 
a generally accepted conclusion, the use
fulness of the Senator from Wisconsin 
to the Senate and the country will, in my 
opinion, be totally and eternally de
stroyed. 
· We do not know whether the Senator's 

charges are true or false. So far, my 
j_udgment has been wholly. suspended. 
But it is high time that some reliable 
relevant evidence be made a matter of 
record. 

i listened, with the keenest interest 
and the deepest anxiety to the Senator's 
first speech in the Senate on the charge 
of Communism in the Department of 
State. I even objected to what seemed to 
me to be an excess of inquiries and inter. 
ruptions to which the Senator was sub
jected, because I was impatient to hear 
every wo'rd of his amazing narration.' I 
fully intended to vote with him if he 
established his case, and support him to 
the limit of my capacity. It was my fer. 
vent hope that, regardless of politi.cs 
or friendship, punishment-swift and 
severe-would be inflicted upon any gov
ernment official who had knowingly kept 
205, or any other number of Communists 
in the Government's service, in which 
opportunities for traitorous actions are 
always available. 
· There has never been any doubt in my 

mind that communism is the greatest 
menace to Christiani1-7, democratic gov
ernment and human · freedom that has 
ever cursed the world. An American offi
cial-high or low-who would, for a mo
ment, knowingly retain a Communist in 
a place of responsibility from which he 
could betray to a hostile nation all that is 
dear to the hearts of the American peo
ple, ought to be, not in public life, but in 
the penitentiary or on a gallows as high 
as Haman built for Mordecai. · 

Mr. President', it is impo1•tant to a 
proper understanding of the merits of 



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 6255 
the Senator's charges to know just what 
he said in his West Virginia speech; For 
that information let me invoke the as
sistance of the Wheeling Intelligencer 
in which the speech appeared on the 
10th day of February. 

This paper is one of the oldest and 
most celebrated journals of West Vir
ginia· As long as I can remember, it 
has been the political bible of the Re
publicans of my State. Its founder was 
the late H. c. Ogden, one of the coun
try's most distinguished newspapermen. 
He died a few years ago, and the Intelli
gencer, with a dozen other important 
papers known as the Ogden Chain, de
scended to his daughters, Mrs. Frances 
Stubblefield of Charleston, West Vir
ginia, and Mrs. Nutting of Washington, 
both of whom are outstanding from every 
desirable point of view. The former is, 
and long has been, the Republican Na
tional Committeewoman for West Vir
ginia. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. NEELY. Under the will of the 
late H. C. Ogden, a distinguished lawyer 
and prominent Republican, Col. Austin 
Wood, of Wheeling, is the general super
visor of all the Ogden papers-including 
the Intelligencer. Colonel Wood uni
formly insists upon pitiless accuracy and 
never-failing propriety in the Ogden 
papers. In these circumstances, it is 
difficult for me to doubt that the Sen
ator, in his Wheeling speech, used the 
identical language attributed to him by 
the Intelligencer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to the 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NEELY. Not at the moment. 
Later I will yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The S~ma
tor declines to yield for the present. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President this out
standing Republican paper contains the 
following concerrung the Senator's 
speech. But he declared: 

While I cannot take the time to name 
all the men in the State Department who 
have been named as members of the Com
munist Party and members of a spy ring, I 
have here in my hand a list of 205 that were 
known to the Secretary as being members of 
the Communist Party, and who nevertheless 
are still working and shaping policy in the 
State Department. 

Let me ask the chairman of the sub
committee, the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], whether 
in the course of the hearings which have 
been conducted on this matter there has 
been adduced any proof that there were 
205 Communists in the State Department 
at any time on, before, or after the 9th 
day of February, 1950. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to say 
to the Senator from West Virginia that 
I have written the Senator from Wiscon
sin three letters, one by the counsel, 
I think, and two by myself, and I have 
sent the counsel to his office three times 
to get any evidence he might · care to 
offer, for the committee to consider. I 
have publicly, on · the Senate :floor on 
several occasions told the Senate, · and I 
hope the country, that if anybody in 
America ha~ any evidence which will 

sustain these charges, they are welcome 
to come and present it to the com
mittee. I have said to the committee in 
public ·that any evidence tending to sus
tain the charges which caused the sub
committee to be brought into being would 
be welcome. 

Now, since the Senator from Wisconsin 
testified in public hearings, I leave it to 
others to say whether he has offered 
proof to sustain the, newspaper story of 
205 Communists now in the State De
partment and known to the Secretary. 

Mr. NEELY. Will the Senator from 
Maryland please answer this question 
yes or no? Has the Senator from Wis
consin given to the committee the names 
of 205 Communists who are employed in 
the State Department or who are shap
ing State Department policy? 

Mr. TYDINGS. With some reluc
tance, I think the question is so far out
side committee procedure that I may 
answer, and say the answer is "No." 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, may I 
inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether he said in his Wheeling speech 
that he had the names of 205 Commu
nists who, with the knowledge of the 
Secretary of State, are now employed in 
the State Department or who are shap
ing its policy? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me say, first, 
that I h:;tve produced evidence only with 
reference to about 81, but before I am 

·through, if it will make the Senator 
happy, I may be able to give evidence on 
more than 205. There is no doubt in 
the mind of the Senator from Maryland 
as to what was said. The President re
ceived a telegram from me--

Mr. NEELY. That is not my ques
tion. I now ask the Senator from Wis
consin whether I correctly understood 
him on the floor of the Senate, on one 
occasion, to say that he had not said at 
any time, at Wheeling or at any other 

· place, that he had the names in his 
hands, or before him, of 205 Communists 
who were employed in the Department 
of State or who were shaping State De
partment policy. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I said I had in my 
hand a letter from former Secretary 
Byrnes in which he pointed olit that 
there were 205 men who his loyalty board 
said should be discharged because they 
were dangerous to the Government, and 
that none of them had been discharged. 
I then called on the President, by tele
gram, the next day, to find out the names 
of those 205 persons from the Secretary 
of State. I told the President I had the 
names of 57 other dangerous individuals 
and that he could have those names. 

So let us be done with this silly "num
bers game." There is no doubt as to the 
figures. The President received that 
telegram the next day. His attention 
was called to Secretary Byrnes' letter. 
I said I had 57 names which were avail
able to him for the asking. Since that 
time the names have increased, and I 
have given the committee the names of 
and information on the files of over 100. 
All the committee needs to do now is to 
get the files. If what I have said is not 
the truth, we can be sure the President 
would make those files available. 

Mr. NEELY. Will the Senator answer 
yes or no, and then explain? Did the 
Senator say, in his speech reported in the 
Wheeling Intelligencer, that: 

I have here in my hand a list of 205 that 
were known to the Secretary of State as being 
members of the Communist Party and who, 
nevertheless, are still working and shaping 
the policy in the State Department. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall be glad to 
read to the Senator what I said. 

Mr. NEELY. No; I want the Senator's 
simple yes or no answer. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the Senator 
want an answer? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes; I certainly do. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Will he be quiet 

long enough for me to answer him? 
I said I had in my hand 57 names of 

individuals who would appear to be 
members of or loyal to the Communist 
Party, but who, nevertheless, were help
ing to shape our foreign policy. 

That is what was said at Wheeling 
and in other places in the country, and 
that was called to the Senator's at
tention--

Mr. NEELY. Will the Senator please 
stop evading and candidly state whether 
he wrote and said in his Wheeling speech 
what I have read from the Intelligencer? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am not going to 
talk about the rough uncorrected draft 
of any speech which someone may have 
gotten. I did not say I had the names of 
205. I said that Mr. Byrnes said, "Here 
are 205." I said, "Mr. President, get their 
names." I am not going to discuss any 
rough draft of any speech. I have told 
the Senator what was said in that 
speech. I offered the Senator from Illi
nois, 2 days later, a transcript of that 
speech, which he refused. 

Mr. NEELY. I insist that the ques
tion be answered "Yes" or "No." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor declines to answer further. 

Mr. NEELY. I should like to know 
whether the Senator gave to the Wheel
ing radio station a speech which con
tained the language I have read relative 
to the alleged employment of 205 Com
munists by the Department of State. 
Did the Senator say that? 

Mr. McCARTHY. If the Senator 
asks me a question he will have to wait 
until I can answer it; otherwise, he will 
not get an answer. 

Mr. NEELY. If the Senator will not 
answer "Yes" or "No," I must assume 
that he purposes to persist in evading my 
question. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. NEELY. I gladly yield to the dis
tinguished Senator from New York. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, it 
seems perfectly obvious that the Sena
tor from Wisconsin must have known 
the story which was carried in this and 
other newspapers. It is perfectly obvi
ous that he must have known wli.at went • 
on over the air. 

Did the Senator from Wisconsin ever 
try to clear this up, either through chan· 
nels in West Virginia or over the broad
casting station? 

Mr. NEELY. To my regret, I rlo not 
know. 
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Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. NEELY. I yield to the able Senator 

from South Carolina for a question. 
Mr . . MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 

merely wanted to ask the Senator this 
question: Did the distinguished Sena
tor from West Virginia read the letter 
which the distinguished former Secre
t~ry of State, Mr. Byrnes, wrote to the 
committee? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes; I have read it. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. NEELY. I yield to the eminent 

Senator from New Mexico. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I 

think, in fairness to the former Secre
tary of State, that his exact words 
should again be placed in the RECORD. 
I do not think the Secretary of State said 
more than this-and I am reading now 
from his reply: 

Of these 4,000 employees the case histories 
show approximately 3,000 have been sub
jected to a preliminary examination as a 
result of which a recommend~tion against 
permanent employment has been made in 
284 cases by the screening committee to 
which you refer in your letter. 

I do not think the Secretary of State 
ever said these persons were Commu
nists or were card-carrying Communists 
or bad security risks. I mention that 
because in many of the cases the only 
objection to permanent employment was 
that peace having arrived, wartime em
ployees, aliens to this country, could no 
longer be retained in the State Depart
ment. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Of course, I know 
that Jim Byrnes would never tolerate a 
Communist around him in any capacity. 
I wonder whether the distinguished Sen
a tor from New Mexico recalls the-date of 
the letter. 

Mr. ANDERSON. June 26, 1946. The 
reason I wanted to insert the statement 
in the RECORD is that former Secretary 
of State Byrnes presented it to the Cab
inet. At that time I was a member of 
the Cabinet and I heard his statement. 
I know it was not that they were card
carrying Communists. -

Mr. MAYBANK. Since then the dis
tinguished Senator from West Virginia 
has read the letter? 

Mr. NEELY. That is true. 
Mr. MYERS and other Senators ad

dressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

Senator from West Virginia yield; if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield first to the dis
. tinguished Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MYERS. Does it not seem 
strange to the Senator from West Vir
ginia that the Senator from Wisconsin 
has just admitted that he was reading 
from a statement made by former Sec
retary of State Byrnes dated in 1946 to 
the effect that these people are still on 
the pay roll of the State Department, 
and today seems to base his case upon 
a letter which is 3 % years old? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes; strange beyond 
comprehension. According to the Wheel-. 
ing In~ elligencer, the Sena tor made a 

statement which was entirely different 
from anything said by Secretary Byrnes. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield for a question. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I cio not desire to get 

involved in this debate. I would appre
ciate it if a question could be properly 
propounded to the Senator from Wis
consin and have him answer it either 
yes or no, because it is not a trick ques
tion and can be answered either in one 
way or another by an honest man. 

Mr. McCARTHY. - More questions? 
I thought that if the Senator, from 
Maryland had desired to ask me ques
tions, he had the opportunity to do so. 
He has had hours, during which he has 
been cross-examining me in detail 

Mr. TYDINGS. I never cross-exam
ined the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT . . Without 
unanimous consent the Senator from 
West Virginia cannot yield for that pur
pose. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I ask unanimous con
sent that the Senator may yield to me 
for a question. 

Mr. NEELY. I shall be glad to yield 
if I may do so without losing the floor. 

Mr. WHERRY. Reserving the right to 
object, and I shall ·not object, I invite 
the attention of the Senate to the fact 
.that not long ago I asked the distin
guished Vice President a parliamentary 
inquiry, and I wanted recognition for 2 
minutes, but the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland denied me that right. 

Mr. TYDINGS. No. I said, "Reserv
ing the right to object," and then asked 
the Senator whether he was going to 
speak at length. He never gave me a 
chance to find out. 

Mr. NEELY. I hope that my distin
guished friend, the Senator from Ne
braska will not hold me responsible for 
anything the Senator from Maryland 
may have done or failed to do. 

Mr. WHERRY. No; I hold nothing 
against the Senator from West Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield; and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield to the able Sena
tor from Maryland, if I may do so with
out losing the floor. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The question that has 
been raised is susceptible of a "yes" or 
"no" answer. I would ask the distin
guished Senator from Wisconsin this 
question: Did the Senator from Wiscon
sin give to the newspaperman who wrote 
the article for the paper a manuscript 
containing the paragraph which he has 
read, and did he give to the radio people 
a manuscript containing the paragraph 
from which he has read? Certainly he 
did or did not. I am certainly very glad 
that the Senate has had the opportunity 
today to see what the situation is, be
cause I want the Senate to know how 
difficult it is under some circumstances 
to extract information from witnesses. 

Mr. NEELY. I cannot answer the 
question of the Senator from Maryland 
because of my utter inability to obtain 

the necessary information from the Sen-
. a tor from Wisconsin. . · 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the Senator 
yield? · · 

Mr. NEELY. I yield for a question. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Does the . Senator 

know that the only money which the 
Senator from Maryland has spent upon 
investigations was for an investigator 
whom he sent down to Wheeling, W. Va., 
to investigate me? The Senator from 
Maryland has the figures 205 and 57 
clearly in mind. I have gone over them 
with him in detail at least five t imes, 
and he has told me at least twice "Now 
I understand." 

Mr. NEELY. My answer to the Sena
tor's question is an emphatic "No." 

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the Senator 
think--

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
will be in order. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the Senator 
think that the important issue b2fore 
the committee today is to take all the 
evidence which has been presented, re
gardless of whether it was 10 individuals 
or 100 or 50, and investigate them? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the Senator 
agree that the important thing is to take 
the evidence on Communists and to get 
rid of those indivictuals, whether there 
are 50 or 100? Will the Senator agree 
that this bickering over whether there 
were typographical errors in the roug:P, 
draft given the radio station should stop, 
and that the important question is to 
get those Communists out? 

Mr. NEELY. Of course, I want to get 
rid of any · known Communist, if such 
there be, in any branch of the Govern
ment without the delay of a single mo
ment or a single heartbeat. But I also 
want a "yes" or "no" · answer to the 
questions I have asked the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. NEELY I yield to the eminent 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I should like to 
ask the Senator from West Virginia 

· whether or not, in listening to the debate 
on the floor this afternoon, he under
stood that the Senator from Wisconsin 
had said that the charges as to Com
munists in the State Department to 
which he had referred at Wheeling, 
W. Va., came from the context of a letter 
written by former Secretary of State 
Byrnes. · 
. Mr. NEELY. Yes; I heard what the 
Senator said on that point. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota · has asked a question of 
the Senator from West Virginia, and he 
is now in the process of answering it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Did the Senator so 
understand? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes; I did. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I wonder whether 

the Senator from West Virginia under
stood the Senator .from Wisconsin to 
say during the debate oh the floor this 
afternoon that instead of the figure 205 
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as being card-carrying Communists, he 
said the figure was 57. 

Mr. NEELY. I also heard that. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Did the Senator 

from West Virginia hear his colleague, 
the senior Senator from West Virginia, 
read two affidavits pertaining to the 
meeting at Wheeling, W. Va.? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes, with unusual in
terest. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Would the Sena
tor from West Virginia feel it was ap
propriate for the special subcommittee 
of the Senate making an investigation 
of these charges to verify once and for 
all where the truth lies in those figures? 

Mr. NEELY. It is my intention to 
urge that the Tydings committee per
form that highly important service, be
cause it is obvious that someone whose 
identity has not yet been officially deter
mined is lying as deliberately and out
rageously as Ananias did just before he 
was struck dead for his sin. If there are 
not 205 Communists in the State Depart
ment, there are brazen, vile and vicious 
Ananiases abroad in the land. The 
Tydings committee should mercilessly 
run down, expose, and without delay 
bring the guilty to justice-regardless of 
who they may be. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I should like to ask 
the Senator from West Virginia, in view 
of the fact that the name of former 
Secretary of State Byrnes has been 
brought into this discussion, and his 
name was brought in on the basis of cer
tain proof that employees in the State 
Department were being held back from 
employment by screenings being given 
to them, whether or not the Senator from 
West Virginia feels that former Secre
tary of State Byrnes would have kept 
on the pay roll of the State Department 
known Communists or people who he 
knew were Communists. 

Mr. NEELY. If the Senator from 
Minnesota had served with the distin
guished Senator, later Secretary James 
Byrnes, as many others on this floor have 
done, he would know that it would have 
been as impossible for a known Com
munist to be retained in the Govern
ment's service by that outstanding Secre
tary as it would be for a man to number 
the days of eternity. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I want the Senator 

to know that I hold Mr. Byrnes in the 
highest regard as· a devoted and patriotic 
citizen, and the purpose of my question 
was merely to ask the Senator's opinion 
as to whether or not a man who was a 
Secretary of State, who lists in a letter 
a certain number of employees who have 
been screened out for further examina
tion, would have kept them on the pay 
i·oll if he knew them to be, as has been 
charged, Communists, and the Senator's 
answer is, ob"iously, that of course he 
would not. 

Mr. NEELY. That is my unhesitating, 
unconditional, confident belief and reply. 
It would have been as impossible for 
"Jimmy" Byrnes to be guilty of such folly 
as it would be for dead soldiers to rise 
from their graves and fight again. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. NEELY. Certainly, 
Mr. MYERS. Does the Senator be

lieve any other inference can be drawn, 
from the reference made hy the Senator 
from Wisconsin to the letter written by 
Secretary of State Byrnes, and can any 
other inference be drawn from the re
marks, than that Secretary Byrnes, and 
that the Secretary of State who followed 
him, a great Pennsylvanian, George Mar
shall, knew that Communists were on the 
pay roll to a certain number? Is not 
that the plain inference to be drawn 
from the remarks? 

Mr. NEELY. That is obviously true. 
Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from West Virginia yield? 
Mr. NEELY. I yield to the Senator 

from New York. 
Mr. LEHMAN. I have just heard the 

Senator give very responsive replies to 
the inquiries of the Senator from Min
nesota with regard to Secretary Byrnes. 

. Am I right in assuming that what he 
has said about Secretary Byrnes goes 
with equal weight with regard to Secre
tary Marshall? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes, to the fullest pos
sible extent. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Do I understand that 
what the Senator has said about Sec
retary Byrnes and Secretary Marshall 
goes with equal weight to another great 
American, Secretary Hull? 

Mr. NEELY. Certainly. Both those 
men are, and always will be, models of 
patriotism, veracity, and distinguished 
service. They will ever be as far above 
suspicion as Caesar wished his wife to 
be. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Am I right in assum
ing that no one in his right mind could 
doubt the character, the integrity, the 
patriotism of the present great Secretary 
of State, Secretary Dean Acheson? 

Mr. NEELY. That assumption has my 
concurrence. 

Mr. President, I desire once more to 
give the Senator from Wisconsin the op
portunity to answer "Yes" or "No" my 
question whether he gave the Wheeling 
Intelligencer a written copy of a speech 
which contained the verbatim language 
I have quoted, and whether he gave a 
copy of that speech to radio station 
WWV A on the 9th day of February. 
Let me entreat the Senator from Wis
consin to answer that question "Yes" or 
"No"? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Is the Senator talk
ing to me? 

Mr. NEELY. Yes, to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, Mr. McCARTHY~ That was 
my intention. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me answer-
Mr. NEELY. Once more, will the 

Senator simply state whether he did or 
did not hand to the radio station at 
Wheeling, and to the Wheeling Intelli
gencer on the 9th day of February 
written copies of his speech which con
tained the exact language I have read 
from the Wheeling paper? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the Senator 
be quiet while I answer? 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I am sor
ry, but I cannot hear what the Senator 
is saying, 

Mr. McCARTHY. I will tell the Sen
ator exactly what I gave the radio sta
tion; as far as I know. They were given 
a rough draft of the speech. · It is en
tirely possible-I have not seen the draft 
since I gave it-that there was an error 
and that 205 was used in place of 57 
instead of in connection with the Byrnes 
letter, but there is no doubt in anybody's 
mind-or in the mind of the Senator
that in that speech that night I used 
the figure 57 as I stated. I said, "I have 
the names of 57 people in my hand who 
are either members of or loyal to the 
Communist Party." The Byrnes letter 
and the figure 205 contained therein was 
used to prove how the loyalty program 
started, and how it was operated. 

I pointed out that of 3,000 screened, 
284 were labeled as improper for em
ployment. I pointed out that 79 were 
discharged, leaving 205, and I asked 
publicly, and I asked the President in a 
wire immediately thereafter, to ask the 
Secretary for the names of the 205. 

Mr. President, answering the ques-
tion-- ' 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, the Sen
ator has manifestly determined that he 
will not answer my question "Yes" or 
"No." If he cannot say whether he gave 
the Wheeling Intelligencer and the radio 
station a copy of the speech which con
tained the quotation that has be.en re
peated to him again and again, I pity 
the committee which is endeavoring to 
obtain from him sufficient evidence to 
enable it to decide the case which he has 
sensationally brought to the attention of 
the Nation and the world. The Senator 
is an able lawyer and knows the value 
of responsive answers to important ques
tions. If he presents his evidence to the 
committee in the manner in which he is 
resisting my inquiries, the hearing now 
in progress will be fruitless and never
ending, 

Mr. President, men of unquestioned 
reputation swear that the Senator said 
precisely what the Intelligencer reported. 
In such a case as this, a patriot should 
present his proof. He should not evade 
or quibble or hide behind others after 
obtaining thousands of screaming head
lines on his own responsibility. 

The time has come to submit proof 
instead of rumor and nonsense in this 
case. If it is not produced, public opin
ion ought to sear to oblivion those who 
are responsible for a Nation-wide clamor 
that has utterly and foully failed of justi
fication. 

I again tell the Senator from Wiscon
sin: If he will prove the charges he has 
made against the Secretary of State, I 
will vote to impeach him and to inflict 
upon him the severest penalty of the law. 
I would owe that service not only to 
myself and to my country but also to my 
God. 

This Nation has been held up to ridi
cule in every capital of the world as a re
sult of these wild, weird charges-hide
ous charges that we hire men, known to 
the Secretary of State to be Communists, 
to shape the policy of this great and 
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glorious Republic-Communists who 
would destroy this Government and all 
government, wreck all churche~. destroy 
all religions, murder ~ll ministers of the 
gospel and enslave the world forever. 

Mr. President, for ourselves, for our 
children and for all humanity, let us see 
to it that the truth and the whole truth 
about this nationally disgraceful matter 
is officially ascertained and proclaimed 
from pole to pole. 

I demand that the committee dili
gently prosecute this case to a final con
clusion. I demand that it require the 
Senator from Wisconsin to produce any 
scintilla o! legal evidence in his posses
sion and if he has none, let the world be 
informed of that fact now and forever. 
;If it be proved that anyone has, for per
sonal notoriety, political gain, or infa
mous ends slandered his country, dis
graced his government and imperiled the 
security of the Nation in thiS-:the most 
critical hour since the creation-let the 
guilty. _be scourge~ from all fellowship 
with the patriotic and the decent of the 
land; let him be ·branded for his crime 
after the manner-of the murderer, Cain; 
and let him, with his infamy fqr his only 
companion and his abomination for his 
only contemplation, be a wanderer on the 
face of the earth to· the end of his days. 
REPORT OF WAR CLAIMS COMMISSION 

(H. DOC. NO. 580) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President 
of .the ·United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying report, re
ferred to the· Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

<For President's message, see today's 
proceedings of the House of Representa
tives on p. 6264.) 
INVESTIGATION OF SUBVERSIVE IN

FLUENCES IN THE GOVERNMENT SERV• · 
ICE 

Mr. LUCAS obtained ·· the floor. 
Mr. -WHERRY. . Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does . the 

Senator from Illinois yield to the Sen
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 

should like to have the floor in my own 
right, if I can secure it now. 

Mr. LUCAS. I was about to move that 
the Senate take a recess, but ·I yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, after 
all the colloquy that has taken place this 
afternoon, during nearly 3 hours of 
time, I should like to make one observa
tion. I think the demand by the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. NEELY] 
that the subcommittee proceed to make 
a thorough investigation, is very timely. 
Again I wish at this point to read what 
the resolution calls for: 

R esolved, That the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and di• 
rected to condu.ct a full and complete study 
and investigation as to whether persons who 

. are disloyal to th~ United States are or have 
J:?een employed by the Department of State. 

Certainly that is squarely along the 
line of the admonitions so forcefully 
given to the subcommittee this after
l'loon by the distinguished junior Sen-

ator from West Virginia [Mr. NEELYJ. 
I agree with the sentiments he expressed. 
I continue to read from the resolution: 

The committee shall report to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable date the results 
of its investigation, together with such rec
ommendations as it may . deem desirable, 
and if said recommendations are to include 
formal charges of disloyalty against any in
dividual, then the committee, before mak
ing said recommendations, shall give said 
individual open hearings for the purpose of 
taking evidence or testimony on said charges. 
In the conduct of this study and investi
gation, the committee is directed to pro
cure, by subpena, and examine the com
plete loyalty and employment files and rec
ords of all the Government employees in the 
Department of State and such other agencies 
against whom charges have been heard. 

Mr. President, when the distinguished 
majority leader this afternoon started 
the colloquy with many Senators on·the 
Senate floor, he read something from a 
statement made by Representative 
"KARSTEN. I am told that if an investi
gation is made, and if the subcommittee 
subpenas as witnesses Robert L. Lee, 
Harris Huston, and another man whose · 
name I do not recall, they will testify 
that they themselves have seen these 
FBI loyalty files. Let them testify as to 
what they saw. I am repeating what . 
has been said. I am not charging any
thing. If that be true, then at one time 
at least the loyalty files were opened up 
to a committee of Congress. The men 
referred to were working for a subcom
mittee · of the Committee on Appr.opria-

. tions. Oh, yes; that was before the so-
called Executive order was issued, but 
what difference does that make?. So far 
as the precedents of. the Senate are con
cerned, it makes not one iota of dif
ference. I suggest to the subcommittee 
that it follow the procedure suggested 
by the junior Senator from West Vir
ginia; make an investigation, subpena 
the witnesses needed, and ask them what 
they found. Ask them how many per
sons have been discharged for disloyalty; 
ask them all about the matter . . Such 
procedure will throw a considerable 
amount of light on the case. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that what 
should be done is to carry out the pro
visions laid down in the resolution. If 
the subcommittee would conduct as ex
tensive a cross-examiriation of the wit-

. nesses who ·have been before · them as 
was done of the Senator from Wisconsin 

· [Mr. McCARTHY] this afternoon, a won
derful amount of evidence might be un
covered. But no, double-barreled ques-

. tions by the wholesale were asked to 
smear the Senator from Wisconsin, while 
the questioners are very · light on the 
questions asked in cross-examination of 
witnesses who have been subpenaed to 

· appear before the subcommittee. The 
record shows that to be so. 

Mr. President, at the conclusion of the 
debate this afternoon I again wish to 
call attention to the provisions of the 
resolution itself, which goes beyond the 
Senator from Wisconsin, which provides 
that investigation shall be made of Com
munists who are in the State Depart
ment today, or who may have been in 
the State Department. We should be· 
talking about how we are to secure the 

loyalty files. We should be talking about 
subjects which go far beyond the mere 
question of whether we agree with the 
Senator from Wisconsin or not; Here 
we have the resolution directing the sub
committee to act. The resolution is the 
mandate of the Senate to the subcom
mittee. With the junior Senator from 
West Virginia, I believe the American 
people will want to know what the com
mittee brings in by way of testimony, 
what kind of investigation the committee 
makes. They do not want an investiga
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
·They want an investigation to be made 
of subversive and disloyal persons in the 
Department of State. It is as simple as 
.that. There can be splurges and bom
bardments against the Senator from 
Wisconsin for whatever political reasons 
.Senators may desire, but in the final 
·analysis the people of the United States 
,of America will want to know, and they 
are entitled to know, what is being done 
by way of a real investigation into the 
subject matter covered by the · resolu
tion. They want to know what is being 
·done t·o investigate the question of sub
·versives who are alleged to be in the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. :President, I have been waiting all 
afternoon to secure the floor. While I 
am on my feet I want to say something 

·else. The distinguished majority leader 
·this afternoon read a letter~from a man 
by the name of Peurifoy. In that letter 

. he charged the Senator from Wisconsin 
· [Mr. McCARTHY] with making. an un
truthful statement. I do not believe it is 
in keeping with the dignity of the United 
States Senate for a Senator to use a letter 

. of that kind-which I think is much 
different thari a · newspaper article

, a letter from an official in Government, 
' who attempts .to besmirch the name 
. of a Senator. It is perfectly all fight to 
bring such a- person before the commit
tee. That person ·has· a · perfect' right to 
make any charges he wants to before the 
committee. But wheri a Senator reads 
such a letter into the RECORD, I think he 
steps into the shoes of the writer of the 
letter. That is the way I feel about it. 
So long as I am minority leader, I shall 
not sit idly by and see a secretary of 
some Go·vernmerit agency or institution 
call a Senator of the United States a liar. 
· I think I was acting within the prece
dents and rules of the ·senate when I 

. called the majority leader to order. I 
can present many· precedents for the 
action I took." Similar action has been 
taken when attempts have been made to 
read into the RECORD telegra·ms and 
other documents containing objection
able matter. r did not take the action 
I did with any motive of disrespect, or 
for any personal reasons. I wish to go 
along with the majority leader when
ever I can: But I took the action I did 
because I thought it was be'neath the 
dignity of the United States Senate, and 
the respect that ·should be shown for 
Members of the Senate, to permit an in· 
dividual to attempt to besmirch the name 
and the character of a Senator, whether 
he is on one side of the aisle or the other. 

I want to see fair play here. Believe 
me, Mr. President, every time the mo
tives' of a Senator are impugned, ·1 cer-
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tainly am going to rise and ask that 
order be maintained, and then make the . 
point of o:r:der, and hope that the point _ 
of order will be sustained. 

Mr. JENNER and other Senators ad
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIPENT. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield; and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield 
first to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. JENNER. I wish to ask the Sen
ator what his impression is of a com
mittee which is acting under a resolu
tion of the Senate to investigate com
munism in the State Department, and 
which takes up its time calling Com
munists before it and then asking those 
Communists whether they know whether 
there are any .Communists in the State 
Department. 

Mr .. WHERRY. Mr. President, I might 
respond to the Senator from Indiana by 
saying that I think that is not giving 
to the people of the United States the 
kind of investigation they expect to be 
made by that committee of the Senate. 
That is what I have been talking about. 
If there had been an exhaustive cross
examination of some of the witnesses who 
have been permitted to wrap the flag 
around themselves and talk about how 
their ancestors came over on the May
fi,ower and if the committee had gotten 
:down' to business and had examined 
those witnesses, we might have gotten 
into the record mere information than 
we now have to reveal to the American 
people. 

Mr. JENNER. I should like to ask the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska if 
it is not a little bit like sending Baby 
Face Nelson to investigate John Dillinger. 

Mr. WHERRY. There is a great deal 
of· similarity in that respect, -I ag!ee. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator tell 

· us if he knows-or if he does not know, 
. perhaps the majority leaaer will _.tell us 
if he knows-whether the investigating 

· committee has arrived at an opinion as 
to whether it has legal power to subpena 

- the files and force their production be-
. fore the ·committee? · 
· Mr. WHERRY. Is the Senator from 
Missouri -asking that question of me? 

Mr. DONNELL. Yes, or of the ma
, jority leader; eit~e! one. 

Mr. WHERRY. As I understood the 
· Senator from Maryland to say the other 
. everiing, the committee had not -deter
. mined as to that procedure; in other 
words, no test had been made. I under
stand that an executive officer had stated 
that the Department is keeping the files 
because of an executive order. Whether 
or not the committee has complied with 

· the provisions of the resolution, I do 
not know. I think that is a very per
tinent question. 

I suppose that in absence of the Sen
ator from Maryland, the distinguished 
Senator f:i:om Missouri should interrogate 
some other member or the committee, 
·perhaps the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. McMAHON] or any other member 
of the committee who may be on the 
floor at this time. 

XCVI--395 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me for that pur
pose? 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Then I should like to 

ask the Senator from Connecticut, if I 
may, two questions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is .there ob- . 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Missouri that he be permitted to 
ask questions of the Senator from Con
necticut at this time? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. DONNELL. I have two questions. 
In the first place, I wish to ask the Sen- · 
ator from Connecticut whether the di
rection o'f Senate Resolution 231 has been · 
complied with, namely: 

In the conduct of this study and investi
gation, the committee is directed to pro
cure, by subpena, and examine the complete · 
loyalty and employment files and records . 
of all the Government employees in the De
partment of State and such other agencies 
against whom charges have been heard. · 

The second question is whether the 
committee has arrived at a conclusion 
as to whether it has legal power to re
quire the -production of those files and 
records on subpena: _ _ 

Mr. McMAHON. 1 Mr. President, in 
answer to the Senator from Missouri, 
insofar as his first question is concerned, 
I have been informed,' as all members of 
the committee have been iilformed, that 

· subpenais were served and that the pro
duction of the records was refused; at 

-least, the return was -made that the files 
would not be turned over. 

I believe that report was made by the 
chairman of the subcommittee to the 

- chairman of the full -Foreign Relations 
Committee. It has not been discussed 

· in the Foreign Relations Committee as 
a whole. · 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Nebraska yield, to 
permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I take it that the 

Senator from Nebraska was objecting to 
the reading by my colleague, the senior 
Senator from Illinois, of a sentence 

' which apP.eared in the first p~ragraph 
on page 2 of the Peurifoy letter. · 

Mr. WHERRY. I have not seen the 
- letter. and I do not know 1n what para

graph the statement appears. I am ob
" jecting to the words which were used. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The statement is: 
Finally, there is no shred of truth to the 

Senator's flat statement that this man "has, 
or until recently had, a desk in the State 
Department." 

That is what the Senator was object
ing .tq; is it? 

Mr. WHERRY. I was objecting to the 
fact that Mr. Peurifoy, an under secre

. tary in ~Government department, said 
' there was no truth in the statement 
made by a Senator. I do not know any

. think about the facts, of course. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield for a further question? 
Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I think it is a mat .. 

ter of record that the Senator from Wis
consin charged that Mr. Lattimore has, 
or until recently ha<;\, i:i, desk in the State 
;Department. I believe it is a matter of 

record that the Senator from Wisconsin 
has made that charge. 

Mr. WHERRY. That may be true. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the Senator from 

Nebraska now saying that it is proper 
for a Senator to charge that a man has 
a desk in the State Department, but im
proper for an under secretary of a de
partment to say that that man has not; 
and is the Senator from Nebraslrn also 
saying that it is improper for another 
Senator to put into the RECORD a cor
rection? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I say 
it is beneath the dignity of the Senate 
and not ir.. accordance with the respect 
to which Members of the Senate are en
titled to let an under secretary of any • 
department charge-either in a letter 
or by oral statement-a Sen~tor with 
being untruthful. Such persons have a 
perfect right to come before the sub
committee and present their case. If it 
is a question of a decision, they can pre
sent the facts, and then let the commit
tee decide. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further question? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am answering the 
Senator's question now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. 
Mr. WHERRY. But regardless of 

what the letter was about or regardless 
of what the Senator from Wisconsin did, 
or anything else, 1 think it is time to 
call a halt, because indirectly such ac
tion by a department -official' impugns 
the motives of a Senator-when it is 
said that a Senator is untruthful. I 
take that position regardless of the mer
its of the case, for I myself do not know 
about the merits. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield first to the 
Senator from Illinois again. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Do I correctly un-
. derstand the Senator from Nebraska to 
say that it is proper for a Senator to 
make charges against a department or 
members of a department, but improper 
for the members of that department to 
say that the charges are false? " 

Mr. WHERRY. The junior Senator 
from Illinois has asked that question 
once, but I shall answer it again, so that 
there will be no question about my· sin-- · 
cerity or my belief regarding the matter. 

I say I think it is entirely improper for 
an und.er secretary to· make such a 
statement either in writing or orally, 
because I feel that it impugns the mo
tives of a Senator of the United States. 
That is No. 1. 

No. 2 is this: I do not know anything 
· about the merits of the case. I do not 

know· who is right or who is wrong. But 
if we are to preserve the dignity of the 
United States Senate and the respect 

- for Members of the Senate; I think the 
majority of the Senate, just as quickly 

. as the minority, must not permit such a 
thing to h~ppen. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am always glad to 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MYERS. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska think it impugns the motives 
of the President for a Senator to charge 
that the President of the United States 
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has knowledge of Communists in the 
State Department, which charge was 
made this afternoon by the Senator from 
Wisconsin on this floor? 

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania wishes to go into that kind 
of an argument, I will say that I do not 
lilrn to have anyone accuse anyone else 
of being a Communist; but one of the 
most severe blows which I have ever had 
to t~ke was when the President charged 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES] and the Senator from Wiscon
sin [Mr. McCARTHY] and the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY] with be
ing of assistance to and agents of the 
Kremlin. What do Senators think of 
that? Of course they do not like it. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes; if the Senator 
has anything more to say after that, I 
shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. MYERS. Does the Senator mean 
that that statement is such that it should 
stop us? 

Mr. WHERRY. I think th.at state
ment by the President is the most un
warranted and most irresponsible state
ment ever made by a President of the 
United States; yes, sir. The President of 
the United States has no corner 'on loy
alty or truthfulness or patriotism, if you 
please. 

I respect the President; I respect the 
honor of the office of the President, as 
I said the other evening in my remarks. 
But I wish to tell the Senator that when 
any man who is the head of this Gev
ernment charges a Senator in the way 
that the President has charged several 
of us, then I submit that such a state
ment is ·a very excessive statement. 

So far as concerns comparing that 
statement with anything else which has 
been said by someone else, I will let the 
Senator from Pennsylvania do that for 
himself. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MYERS. I was merely asking the 
Senator about the comparison to be 
made when the Senator from Illinois was 
almost charged with misconduct because 
he read on the floor of the Senate a 
statement which indicates that the Sen
ator from Wisconsin has not told the 
truth. Does not the Senator from Ne
braska think that the Senator from 
Wisconsin himself certainly is not act
ing entirely properly when he charges 
the President of the United States-and 
makes the charge here on the floor of 
the Senate-with knowing that there are 
Communists in the State Department? 

In other words, if it is good for one, 
is not it good for the other? 

Mr. WHERRY. I have already an
swered that question. 

I wish to make it perfectly clear, also, 
that I have all the respect in the world 
for the Senator from Illinois. I made 
it plain this afternoon when I cited the 
precedents with respect to reading tele
grams into the RECORD, such as occurred 
when the Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAY
LOR J was taken from the floor. These 
are precedents, believe me, which I think 

would make out of order the reading of 
messages or letters containing vicious 
statements indirectly impugning the 
motives of a Senator of the United States. 
Po&Sibly the Senator may reply by say
ing there are precedents holding to the 
contrary, and if so, that is all right. It 
may be said it is all right to quote from 
newspapers. I suppose that is true. 
Things are twisted in the newspapers at 
times. But here is a communication 
from an official, a Deputy Under Secre
tary of State, which to my mind was used 
by the majority leader-to do what? 
To charge the Senator from Wisconsin 
with making an untrue statement. 

Mr. MYERS. Does the Senator think 
there should be a denial, if the statement 
is not true? 

Mr. WHERRY. I think its use in this 
manner is a violation of the Senate rules, 
and that any Senator should be called to 
order who uses it in such manner. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. The Senator said it was 

a violation of the rules, and I was called 
to order. But the Senate did not sus
tain the SenatorJ.tom Nebraska, because 
the Senate v.ote"d: to allow the Senator 
from Illinois to proceed in order; other
wise I should have lost the floor. So 
what the Senator is talking about Js 
merely so much nonsense. 

Mr. WHERRY. Just a moment. I 
still have the floor. I yielded to the 
Senator from Illinois. Let me tell the 
Senator something now. 

Mr. LUCAS. I wish the Senator 
would. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senate sustained 
me in calling the Senator from Illinois 
to order. I would have bad no objec
tion to the Sena tor proceeding; in fact, 
I would have been the first man to move 
to allow the Senator to proceed in order, 
provided the Senator would proceed in 
order. 

:Mr. LUCAS. I could make a point of 
order against the Senator. 
· Mr. WHERRY. Of course the Sena

tor could. 
Mr. LUCAS. And under the rule, the 

Senator would have to take his seat. I 
would not be out of order, either. 

Mr. WHERRY. I have the floor. I 
should like to answer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nebraska has the floor. -
· Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
is very welcome. 

Mr. WHERRY. Naturally, after a 
Senator is called to order, if a motion is 

· made that he be permitted to proceed in 
order, I would be the first to vote in fa
vor of it. But I do have in mind as a 
precedent a case in which a letter was 
used in an indirect way to impugn the 
motives of a Senator. I can show the 
precedent. I think it vindicates the po
sition of the minority leader. I believe 
every Member of the Senate should co
operate to promote respect for the rules 
and to preserve the dignity of the United 
States Senate. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, Will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MYERS. I merely wondered what 
the Senator thought the State Depart
ment should do, if they felt, in their opin
ion, that the Senator from Wisconsin 
had not been accurate in the statement 
he made . . 

Mr. WHERRY. I think the proper 
procedure would be for the committee to 
invite Mr. Peurifoy to appear and tes
tify, and to let him state in the record 
the position of the Department in any 
way he desires. That should be h:s priv
ilege. I think the minority ·counsel 
should be permitted to cross-examine the 
witnesses, and those who are interested 
ought to belp in the investigation to de
termine whether there is anything to the 
charges, so that the question may be 
cleared up. If there is anything to them, 
I think the American people want to know 
the truth; and I have a feetng that that 
is what is going to happen-the Ameri
can people are going to insist on getting 
the truth. 

Mr. MYERS. They are going to get 
the truth. 

Mr. WHERRY. The sooner we quit 
trying the Senator from Wisconsin and 
begin trying those we are supposed to 
try, just that much more quickly will we 
get the job done. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield to the Sen
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. WIDRRY. I am glad .to yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. May I ask the Sena

tor whether he regards it to be of very 
high importance that the subcommittee 
determine whether Gr not it has the le
gal power to compel the production of 
the loyalty and employment files and 
records of the Government employees in 
the Department of State? 

Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Connecticut a question in 
a moment, if I can get him to return to 
the Senate Chamber. He has stepped 
out. 

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator from 
Missouri is asking. me, I may say I cer
tainly think so, and I think when we get 
the files it would stop much bickering of 
the kind we have had, about trying the 
Senator from Wisconsin. We would as
certain what is in the files. I think the 
committee ought to exert every effort 
to carry out its mandate and to get 
the files if possible, regardles~ of what 
may be necessary in order to obtain them. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield to the Sen
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. WHERRY. Let me first say, in 
further answer, that as I understand the 
resolution it only provides that the com
mittee shall see the files; it does not call 
for their public disclosure. I want to 
tell the Senator what I said a few mo
ments ago, that the Subcommittee on 
Appropriations of the House saw the 
files with reference to many of these 
names, I understand. The Senate com
mittee is now foreclosed from seeing the 
very files which were seen by another 
committee in 1947. 
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Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does . the 

Senator from Nebi·aska yield to the Sen
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator per

mit me, by unanimous consent, to ad
dress one further question to the Sen

. a tor from Connecticut, if the Senator 
from Connecticut will be kind enough to 
answer it? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob

jection to the request of the Senator 
from Missouri that he be permitted to 
inquire of the Senator from Connecti
cut? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I ma,y 
say to the Senator from Connecticut 
that I am not sure I understood his an
swer to my second question. I wanted 
to be certain that I have it right. The 
second question I asked him was in sub
stance this: Has the committee, which is 
acting under the terms of Sen~te Reso
lution 231, arrived at a conclusion as to 
whether it has or has not the legal power 
to require by subpena the production for 
examination by the committee of the 
complete loyalty and employment files 
and records of all the Government em
ployees in the Department of State and 
other agencies against whom charges 
have been made? Has the committee 
made a determination of what is its legal 
right to enforce the subpenas which it 
has issued? 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, the 
subcommittee authorized the chairman 
of the subcommittee to report to the 
chairman of the full committee for the 
full committee's consideration the refusal 
to comply with the subpena. If the Sen
a tor is asking me as a member of the 
subcommittee as to what my opinion is 
as to the right of this committee or of 
the Senate to compel the Executive to 
give up his papers, I shall have to reply, 
I .am of opinion that the Senate _cannot 
enforce compliance with the subpena. 
However, the Senator from ConneGticut 
is only one member of the subcommit
tee. I was there when the determina
tion was made to report the fact to the 
full committee. There was no extensive 
argument on the legal question. I rather 
think that that was reserved for the 
session of the full committee. Does that 
answer the Senator? 

Mr. DONNELL. I appreciate very 
much the answer the Senator has made .. 
Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Nebraska yield, to permit me, with 
unanimous consent, to ask another ques
tion of the Senator from Connecticut? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I have very great 

regard for the legal opinion of the Sen
ator from Connecticut, arid I am very 
glad to have it. I wanted to ask him, 
however, whether to his knowledge it 
has even been decided clearly, or at all, 
by the Supreme Court of the United 
States whether a subpena issued under 
the direction of such a resolution as 
this, or any subpena issued with due 
authority from the Senate, can or can
not be enforced, to require the produc-. 

tion for the examination solely by the 
committee of the records of the Depart
ment of State or other executive depart
ment? Has the Senator ascertained 
what have been the rulings of the Su
preme Court, if any, on that question? 

Mr. McMAHON. I may say to the 
Senator that d"Uring the Eightieth .Con
gress the only veto of the President of 
the United States which was sustained 
was the veto of a bill introduced by 
the junior Senator from California [Mr. 
KNOWLAND] which would have compelled 
the President to submit, with the nom
ination of a member of the Atomic 
Energy Commission, the FBI report. 
That bill was passed on a voice vote, 
and the President's veto was sustained 
in the Senate. During the course of 
that debate, a very extensive argument 
took place, with the full marshaling of 
the prec.edents. I refer the Senator to 
a reading of that debate. I think it will 
be most illuminating to him. At least, 
it was sufficient to convince more than 
one-third of the Senators of the correct
ness of the view that \\re do not have 
the power. 

I am glad to advert to that, because 
in that debate I iirade the statement 
then that I .was taking the position that 
the Senate, as a coordinate branch of 
the Government, had no legal power to 
compel the President of the United 
States to surrender documents in the 
files of the executive department. I said 
then, and I reiterate now, that I was 
making that statement, not because 
there was a Democrat in the White 
House, because I said that if he were a 
Republican, I would take exactly the 
same position. I merely wanted ·the 
Senate to know that my position was 
made clear, back in the Eightieth Con
gress, as to this constitutional question. 

I have not the time, and I am sure 
the Senator from Missouri does not 
want to engage in any long debate as to 
constitutionality at this time. I think 
it may well come, after the full commit
tee considers it, to a full-dress debate in 
the Senate. I am just as certain as I 
can be, as a lawyer, that the Senate can
not compel the President of the United 
States to produce papers, any more than 
a judge of the district court in a recent 
case in· the District of Columbia was able 
to compel the House of Representatives 
to produce committee records in the 
court. The House finally voted to send 
them down voluntarily, but it specifically 
pointed out that it was not complying 
with any subpena at all. 

Mr: DONNELL. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. LUCAS obtained the floor. 
Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 

the Sena tor yield to me? 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, on 

two occasions the Senator from Connect
icut has found it his disagreeable duty 
to comment upon the progress of the 
investigation. I assure the Senator from 
Nebraska that it is by all odds the most 
disagreeable appointment which the 
Senator from Connecticut has had in 
his term as a Senator. I very much 
regret the aspersions which have been 
cast upon both the earnestness and the 
competency of the subcommittee. 

Mr. President, I will, possibly im
modestly, match my competency against 
that of the Senator from Nebraska in 
examining any witness. I dare say I 
have had more experience at it than he 
has had. It happens that I examine 
witnesses after the junior· Senator from 
Iowa examines them before the commit
tee, and I want to say that I resent the 
slur which has been cast on the junior 
Senator from Iowa, who h8;s been most 
diligent in his duty, and who has cross
examined witnesses most skillfully, hour 
after hour. 

I invite attention to the fact that rep
resentatives of the press, who are now re
porting these proceedings of the sub
committee, are also in the hearing room, 
and they know and have reported to the 
country fully and fairly what has gone 
on. No effort by the Senator from Ne
braska to besmirch the committee, to 
mislead th.e country as to the commit
tee's intentions in what it is trying to do 
in the way of performing its duties, will 
make any very lasting impression. 

I regret very much, Mr. President, that 
the Senator from Nebraska and other 
Senators have sought, it seems ·to me, to 
scandalize the committee. What is said 
here from day to day in an effort to sway 
the opinion of the country, in my opin
ion, will have as an end result very little 
effect. The thing which is goirig to 
count, when it is all over, is the report 
which the committee will make to the 
Senate and to the Nation. It is on the 
result that the committee will be judged. 

I repeat that I do not propose to be 
Q.rawn into any day-by-day running de
bate on this question. I say to the Sen
ators on the other side of the aisle, in
cluding the minority leader, and I say to 
the press, and, therefore, to the Nation, 
that I have only one objective, and that 

- is to sit as a judge in this proceeding, and, 
when all the evidence is in, render my 
opinion. 

I offer only one reservation, Mr. Presi
dent, to that very firm intention on my 
part, and that is that if an attack is made 
upon the honor or integrity of the Sen
ator from Connecticut, outside this body 
or inside the Senate, the Senator from 
Connecticut may well have to take the 
floor to denounce that attack. With 
that reservati-0n, however, Mr. President, 
I assure the Senate and the country
and I think I speak for the other four 
members of the subcommittee-that we 
have· only one desire, and that is to sift 
these charges and find out the truth, 
because, if the charges are true, the 
country · should know it, and if they are 
false, the country should know it. That 
is the issue. That is what we are goirig 
to determine; that is what we are going 
to be judged bY. Let that day come, and 
the Senator from Connecticut will be able 
to meet it. -

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I con
gratulate the Senator from Connecticut 
on the fair statement he has made, es
pecially with reference to the charge that 

· the committee is not doing the job that it 
should do. I was going to comment on 
what the Senator from Nebraska said 
regarding the subcommittee not doing 
anything. It was a strange statement 
for the Senator from Nebraska to make, 
because he had just told the Senate and 
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the country how he wanted to protect the 
dignity of the United States Senate. He 
chastised me because I read a statement 
into the RECORD. He said the motives of 
a Senator had been impugned. He was 
standing at the portals of the Senate, s<> 
to speak, to protect this great delibera
tive body. Then he proceeds to smear 
one of the group of five Senators on a 
subcommittee which has the most impor
tant and most difficult task, probably, in 
the history of the United States Senate. 

I do not blame the Senator from 
Nebraska for talking about files; I do 
not blame him for trying to get away 
from what he started here today. The 
Senator from Nebraska has not talked 
about what happened in Wheeling, 
W. Va. I have the notion the Senator 
from Nebraska pretty well believes what 
those affidavits said with respect to the 
original charge which was made in 
Wheeling, W. Va., by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. MCCARTHY]. That, Mr. 
President, is the reason why we are talk
ing here this afternoon. The charge was 
made in Wheeling, W. Va., by the Sen
ator from Wisconsin, according to affi- · 
davits presented this afternoon, that 
there were 205 card-carrying Com
munists in the State Department; and 
not only that, but that Secretary Ache
son knew they were there. 

Talk about a Senator of the United 
States slurring someone; talk about the 
dignity of United States Senators, when 
the Senator speaks in such language of 
a Cabinet officer. Yet, on the floor of the 
Senate today he read into the RECORD 
exactly what he said he said, which is at 
odds with what the affidavits show. 

We were unable, all afternoon, to get 
the Senator from Wisconsin to answer 
the simple question whether he did or 
whether he did not make the statement 
ref erred to. 

The Senator from Nebraska talks 
about politics in this matter. I wonder 
who started the political angle, Mr. 
President. It was in Wheeling, W. Va., 
when the Senator from Wisconsin was 
on a Republican speech-making tour, 
that he made the charge that there were 
205 card-carrying Communists in the 
State Department. He can try to get 
away from it if he wants to. Senators 
on the other side of the aisle did not rise 
to defend the situation this afternoon 
other than the Senator from Wisconsin' 
and he could not defend himself. Th~ 
statement that there · are 205 card
. carrying Communists in the State De-
partment is impartant, Mr. President· 
it is the basis of the proceedings which 
have ensued. -

There is no doubt in my mind that 
the Senator from Wisconsin made the 
statement. I suppose some Senator will 
call me down for saying that, because 
the statement does not jibe with what 
the Senator said he said. 

Mr. President, the investigation is 
proceeding. The Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. NEELY] said this after
noon, "Let the chips fall where they 
may." The Senator from Illinois does 
not want to protect anyone. When the 
Senator from Wisconsin speaks about 
smearing, whom is he smearing? 

Let me ask the Senator from Nebraska. 
a question. Does not a Cabinet officer 

have any standing at all in this country? 
Does not the President of the United 
States have any standing at all in this 
country? The Senator from Wisconsin 
said on the floor of the Senate that the 
President knew of 57 Communists in the 
State Department. Why, Mr. President, 
talk about smearing the Senator from 
Wisconsin? No one wants to smear the 
Senator from Wisconsin. He smeared 
himself all through this thing, from be
ginning to end. The Senator from Wis
consin is a good lawyer, and he should 
have known better. I predict, Mr. Presi
dent, that the Senator from Wisconsin 
cannot prove or will not be able to prove 
a single allegation that was made in his 
speech in Reno, Nev., or in his speech at 
Wheeling, W. Va., with respect to 205 
card-carrying Communists in the State 
Department. If he does-and I want the 
committee to go to the bottom of it-I 
will be the first one to join hands with 
the Senator from Wisconsin and tell him 
he is the hero of the hour, and that he 
will be, Mr. President, if he proves it. 
But if he does not, if he does not make 
good on that statement which startled 
this country and startled every free coun
try in the world, as well as Communist 
countries, then, as the distinguished Sen
ator from West Virginia said this after
noon, the public will take care of that 
situation in due course. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield, Mr. President. 
INVESTIGATION OF · GAMBLING AND 

RACKETEERING ACTIVITIES-EMPLOY
MENT OF COUNSEL 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, yes
terday when Senate Resolution 202 was 
read for the information of the Senate, 
I referred to a joint resolution, which 
was also read into the RE co Rn for the 
information of the Senate. At that time 
I gave notice that if Senate Resolution 
202 was adopted, I would immediately 
introduce the joint resolution. The pur
pose of the joint resolution, Mr. Presi
dent, is to enable the special committee 
to pay up to $17 ,500 for chief counsel, and 
not to exceed $12,500 for associate coun
sel, as well as to exempt counsel from 
the provisions of the civil-service stat
ute. They are the usual provisions in 
such cases. I have spoken to the major
ity leader, to the minority leader, and 
to the distinguished Senator from Mis
souri about the resolution, and I under
stand they have no objection to it . 
Therefore I ask unanimous consent to in
troduce the resolution and have it con
sidered at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

There being no objection, the joint 
resolution <S. J. Res. 176), to suspend 
the application of certain Federal laws 
with respect to attorneys employed by 
the special Senate committee in connec
tion with the investigation ordered by 
Senate Resolution 202, Eighty-first Con
gress, was read the first time by title, and 
the second time at length as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That service or employment 
of any person as an attorney on a temporary 
basis to assist the special Senate Committee, 
or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof, 
in the investigation ordered by Senate Reso
lution 202, agreed to on May 3, 1950, shall 

not be considered as service or employment 
bringing such person within the provisions 
of section 281, 283, or 284 of title 18 of the 
United States Code, or of any other Federal 
law imposing restrictions, requirements, or 
penalties in relation to the employment of 
persons, the performance of services, or the 
payment or receipt of compensation in con
nection with any claim, proceeding, or mat
ter involving the United States. 

SEC. 2. Such special Senate Committee is 
authorized to employ a chief counsel at a 
salary not to exceed $17,500 per annum and 
an associate counsel at a salary not to exceed 
$12,500 to be paid out of any funds available 
for the payment of the expenses of the 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint 
resolution was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the · 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMAHON. ' Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Yes. 
Mr. McMAHON. I should like to ask 

the Senator if the joint resolution does 
not represent a new departure by way of 
salaries for counsel of senatorial com
mittees? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Yes; it provides 
more than counsel of committees are 
usually paid, but it came about at the 
suggestion of the majority leader who 
said he wanted the committee which was 
set up to have the very best counsel that 
might be available. 

Mr. McMAHON. I commend the 
Senator from Tennessee, because unless 
proper counsel and assistant counsel are 
engaged in an investigation of this kind 
the committee might· find itself very 
much at a disadvantage. I wish to say 
that if we are going to pay attorneys 
from the outside in accordance with that 
scale, then it is time we, too, should fol
low the precedent. Therefore I am de
lighted with what the Senator has done. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I appreciate the 
comment of the Senator from Connecti
cut, and I wish to say that this after-

. noon when the Senator was making a 
speech for 1 or 2 minutes in support of 
the resolution which was before the Sen
ate, I asked him to yield, but before he 
could yield his time had expired. I 
wanted at that time to express my thanks 
to the senior Senator from Connecticut 
for his support of the resolution all the 
way through. He has rendered a great 

. deal more service than many people 
know about in helping to secure a place 
for the consideration of both the resolu
tion and the substitute in the Democratic 
policy committee, and I am very grate-

. f ul for the assistance and help rendered 
by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question on the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. Am I to understand 

that the salaries that are proposed to be 
paid to counsel are more than the usual 
salaries paid to counsel for such 
purposes? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I think there have 
been some exceptions in the case of some 
senatorial committees. 

· Mr. WHERRY. The reason I asked 
the question is that the joint resolution 
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never came _ before .the Committee _ on 
Rules and Administration. Am I correct 
in that statement? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Yes; but I may 
say--

Mr. WHERRY. Just a moment. The 
only reason I am fnterested in it is I do 
not like a :Precedent to be established by 
providing salaries which are out of line 
with the recommendation of the Com
mit tee on Rules and Administration. So 
I ask: the Senator this question : Has the 
distinguished Senator taken it up with 
t he Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I have discussed it 
with the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. WHERRY. Is it correct to say 
that the joint resolution did not go to 
the Committee on Rules and Admin
istration ? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. That is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator tell 

·me once again what the top salary is 
which is proposed to be paid to counsel 
under the joint resolution? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. The resolution au
thorizes the committee to pay counsel up 
to $17,5GO. That is to say, it is not to 
exceed that amount. Of course, that 
does not mean that counsel will -be paid 
that sum. The Senator should consider 
that if we are to get a top-flight man, he 
will have to give up what he is doing and 
·of course abandon his law practice for a 
short time. He would be paid at that 
rate. Also, perhaps he may not live in 
Washington and it would be necessary 
under those circumstances for him to 
·sustain himself here. 

Mr. WHERRY. The marjority leader 
served for a long time on the committee 
which handled the contingent expenses 
'of the Senate. I shall not raise a ques
tion about this matter, because if it was 
unanimously agreed to, and the _. joint 
resolution is passed, it is agreeable to 
me. However, I am pointing out that 
the resolution did not go before the-Com.; -
l:nittee on Rules and Administration, and 
there is no breakdown for the budget. 
I, too, wish the committee to have the 
kind of counsel they need. I· want· them 
to have able counsel. However, I desire 
to point out that because this resolution 
is brought up late at night and ha·s not 
gone through the Committee on Rules 
and Administration, we may be establish
ing a practice which is different from 
·the usual practice pertaining to salaries 
ordinarily paid, a question on which the 
Committee on Rules and Administration 
has act~d. at least during this Congress 
and I think during other Congresses as 
well. I am not objecting, but I should 
lik:e the RECORD to show that even though 
this action is taken by unanimous con
sent it does not establish a precedent, in 
view of the fact that the resolution never 
went to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbis resolu
tion would not go to that committee. 
This is a joint resolution, which must 
go to the House, must be acted upon by 
the House, and must be approved by the 
President, because it changes the law 
with reference to compensation. 

Mr. WHERRY. I agree entirely with 
the statement of the Chair, but I sub
mit, as the President of the Senate well 
kn-0ws, that there are certain provisions 

and rules of the Senate which provide _ 
that a breakdown shall' be submitted . 
with a resolution, the purpose of i_t ·being 
to have a review of it by the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. This was 
not done in the case of the. substitute 
resolution agreed to earlier today, but 
it was done in the case of the original 
resolution, as I understand. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That applies 
to a Senate resolution, not to a joint 
resolution. 

Mr. ·WHERRY. That is correct. 
RECESS 

Mr. LUCAS. I move that the Senate 
_stand in recess until 12 o'clock noon to
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Thursday, 
May 4, 1950, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominat ions received by the 
Senate May 3 (legislative day of March 
29), 1950: f' 

DIPLOMATIC AND
1
, FOREIGN SERVICE 

Thomas H. Lockett, ,of .Kentucky, now a 
Foreign Service officer of class 1 and a secre
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a 
consul general of the United States of 
America. 

Carl Breuer, of New York, now a Foreign 
Service officer of class 4 and a _secretary in 
the diplomatic service, to be also a. consul· 
_of the United States of America. 
, The following-named Foreign Service staff 
officers to be consuls of the United States of 
America: 

Kenneth C. Beede, of Massachusetts. 
. Charles C. Sundell, of Minnesota. 

The following-named Foreign Service re
serve officers to ·be consuls bf the United 
-states of America: 

Frederick L. Jochem, of Wisconsin. 
George H. Reese, of, Virginia. -
The following-named Foreign Service re

serve officers to be vice-consuls of the United 
States of America: 

Mrs. Frances H. Baker, of Alabama. 
Phillip I. La Sage, of Wisconsin. 
Mrs. Margaret R. Parkin, of Ohio. 
Lloyd A. Free, of the District of Columbia, 

a Foreign Service reserve officer, to be a sec
retary in the diplomatic service of the United 
States of America. 

IN THE NAVY 

Midshipman J.ames P. Rasmussen, Jr. 
(Naval Academy) .. to · be an ensign in the 
Navy, from the 2d day of June 1950. 

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be 
ensigns in the Na-Vy, from the 2d day of June 
1950: 
Emil R. Borgers Alexander M. McDou-
Wenzell B. Bryant gal 
John P. Donovan Richard M. Regan 
William F. Gerold Charles L. Sweeney, 
Ralph H. Henty, Jr. Jr. 
Hothschild H. Holden John H. Thorp 
Albert R. Knotts, Jr. 

Richard G. Will:i.ams (Naval-ROTC) to be 
an ensign in the Supply Corps of the Navy, 
from the 2d day of June 1950. 
· The following-named (N~val - ROTC) to be 
second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, from 
the 2d day of June 1950: 
James A. Derdick John P. Plunkett 
Johan S. Gestson Henry F. Schlueter 
Kenneth c. Johnson Roc;l.erick M. Stewart 
Theodore H: Kruse Taylor J. Tucker 
~Obert D: Morse Anthony H. :Winchell 
Richard E. Packard 

,· Norman F . Lattin (Naval ROTC) to be an 
ens~gn in th_e Navy, from tP,e 2d day,_ of June 
1950, in lieu of ensign in the qvil Engineer 
Corps, as pr~viously nomir:ated. 

' The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be 
second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, 
from the 2d day of June 1950, in lieu of en
signs in the Navy, as previously nominated: 
Philip B. Ezell Albert E. Shaw, Jr. 
Richard D. Flynn Paul J. Uhlig 
Helge R. Hulrnri 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Medical Corps of the Navy: 
Homer S. Arnold William F. Hughes 
Edward W. Bird Roger G. Ireland 
Louis F. Brign ac, Jr. M_elvin A. Kutschbach 
Robert J. Cales John W. McAllister 
.Charles M. Callis J ames L. May 
Halvard J. Davidson William R. Moore 
Thomas F. Dillon Benjamin P . Owens 
Malcolm D. Dinges, Earl Peterson 

Jr. David L. Spence 
Owen W. Doyle Richard C. Stevens 
Frank L. Golbranson Francis J. Sweeney 
John H. Griffin Winston F. Whipple 
David H. Hosp McClure Wilson 
James R. Householder 

The following-named (civilian _ college 
graduates) to be lieutenants _(junior grade) 
1n the Dental Corps of the Navy: _ 

Robert W. Elliott, Jr. 
William A. Rtiel 
Chester H. Tiberii 

. Henry B. Wilson (civilian college graciu .. 
ate) to be an ensign in the Medical' Service 
Corps ()f the Navy. _ 

Joan Rhodarmer to be an ensign in the 
Nurse Corps of the Navy. · · 
· The following-named officers to the grades 
indicated in the Medical Corps of the Navy: 

LIEUTENANT COMMANDER 

Lewis D. Williams 
LIEUTENANT 

Sidney H._ Cohen 
LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) 

Loy T. Brown 
Francis 'L. Gikriis 
Charles H. Howarth 
The following-named officer (woman) to 

the grade indicated in the Medical ·corps of 
tne Navy: 

• LIEUTEN ..\NT COMMANDER 

- Norman C. Furtos 
The following-named omcer to the grade 

·indicated in the Nurse Corps of the Navy: 
LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) 

Marjorie C. Chilcott 
The following-named officer for temporary 

appointment to the grade of corps indi· 
cated: · 

COMMANDER, MEDICAL CORPS 

Harry L. Day 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1950 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras

kamp, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, our Father, in and by 
whom we live and move and have our 
being, there is no one unto whom we 
may draw nigh with such confidence. 

There is no one who understands our 
needs so perfectly; no bne unto whom we 
may unburden our hearts so compJetely; 
!l°- one of whom we may ask so much; 
no one so willing to grant our requests 
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and give us strength and victory in every 
struggle for truth and righteousness. 

Help us to believe and know and feel 
that Thou art seeking to be our coun
selor and guide in all that we think and 
say and do. We humbly confess that we 
are often so self-willed and so unlike 
Thee in thought and word and deed. 

We pray that our plans and purposes 
during this day may be a clear and glo
rious testimony that we are striving to 
mediate to all mankind the blessings of 
freedom and peace. 

Hear us in the name of the Prince of 
Peace. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

Mr. JACKSON of California <inter
rupting the reading of the Journal). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
further reading of the Journal be dis
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not 
like to begin entertaining that request 
unless the Journal be very long; its read
ing will take but a moment. 

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw the request. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

On April 27, 1950: 
H. R. 3462. An act for the relief of Walter 

J. O'Toole; 
H. R. 3769. An act for the relief of Doris M. 

Faulkner; 
H. R. 3924. An act for j;he relief of Dr. T. F. 

Harrison; 
H. R. 4502. An act to authorize the Secre

tary of the Army to dispose of a certain 
easement near Fort Belvoir, Va., in exchange 
for another easement elsewhere on the same 
property; 

H. R. 5704. An act for the relief of Janis 
Shimada; and 

H. R. 6093.· An act for the relief bf Masaml 
lllroya and Aiko Hiroya. 
· On April 28, 1950 :· 

H. R. 33. An act to authorize Joe Graham 
Post, No. 119, American Legion, upon certain 
con.ditions, to lease the· lands conveyed to· it 
by the a·ct of June 15; 1933; 

H. R. 1726. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to convey to the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark., a perpetual easement for 
the construction and operation of a water-
main pipe line; -

H. R. 2554. An act to amend the .District of 
Columbia Credit Unions Act of 1932; 

H. R. 3010. An act for the relief of Walter 
E. Parks; 

H. R. 3138. An act for the relief of Arthur 
Holbert; the estate of Ernest L. Gass, de

. ceased; and the estate of James L. Thomas, 
deceased; 

H. R. 4070. An act to cancel drainage 
charges against certain lands within the 
Uintah Indian irrigation project, Utah; 

H. R. 4316. An act to repeal the authority 
to assess certain owners of nonmilitary build
ings situated. within the limits of the Fort · 
Monroe Military Reservation, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 4380. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Agnes Emma Hay; 

H. R. 5753. An act for the relief of Jean. 
Clark; 

H. R. 5921. An act to terminate lump-sum 
. benefits provided by law to certain Reserve 
omcers of the Navy and Air ForceJ 

H. R. 6282. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Eivor Anne-Britt Jedlund; 

H. R. 6283. An act for the relief of Johny 
Nielsen; 

H. R. 6345. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Raymond Schaffer, Jr.; 

H. R. 6475. An act to amend the Postal 
Rate Revision and Federal Employees Salary 
Act of 1948 to provide for the consideration 
of claims for the payment of certain postal 
notes filed ·later than 1 year from the last 
day of the month of issue; 

H. R. 6694. An act for the relief of Ervin 
Haas and Leno Vescovi; and 

H. R. 6695. An act for the relief of Edgar 
F. Russell, Lillian V. Russell, his wife; and 
Bessie R. Ward. 

On April 29, 1950: 
H. R. 715. An act for the relief of Manual 

Uribe; 
H. R. 1487. An act for the relief of Lt. (sg) 

Giacomo Falco; 
H. R. 1871. An act for the relief of Hilde 

Flint; 
H. R. 2591. An act for the relief of Gio

vanna Parisi, Michelina Valletta, Yolanda 
Altieri, Generosa Tamburi, Carolina Picci
ano, and Giovanna Turtur; 

H. R. 3150. An act to revise and repeal cer
tain acts relating to .rules of survey to per
mit departures from · the system of rectan
gular survey when necessary on all public 
lands, and for other pUposes; 

H. R. 3482. An act granting the consent of 
the Congress to the negotiatiqn of a com
pact relating to the waters of the Canadian 
River by the States of Oklahoma, Texas, and 
New Mexico; 

H. R. 3771. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Marie Gulbenkian; 

H. R. 4408. An act to amend the act, ap
proved May 27, 1924, entitled "An act to 
fix the salaries of officers and members of 
the Metropolitan Police force, United States 
Park Police force, and the Fire Department 
of the District of Columbia," so as to grant 
rights to members of the United States Park 
Police -force commensurate with the rights 
granted to members of Metropolitan Police 
force as to time off from duty; 

H. R. 4285. An act to amend the act of 
July 31, 1946, in order retroactively to ad
vance in grade, time in grade, and compen
sation certain employees in the postal field 
service who are veterans of World War II; 

H. R. 4289. An act to require settlers on 
public lands in Alaska to record notice of 

. their settlement clainis in the land office for 
the district in which the lands are situated, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4959. An act to reimburse the Fisher 
Contracting Co.; 

H. R. 6003. An act for the relief of Beulah 
L. White, widow of John E. ·white; · 

H. R. 6539. An act to amend Public Law 
626, Eightieth Congress, relating to the Army 
institute of Pathology Building; and 

H. R. 6696. An act for the relief of Law
rence B. Williams and his wife, Viva Craig 
Williams. 

On May 1, 1950: 
H. R. 1600. An act for the relief of Gustav 

Schilbred. 
On May 2, 1950: . 

H. R. 2895. An · act to authorize the sale of 
select base material at the Fort Benning 
Military Reservation, to Mus.cogee County, 
State of Georgia, for use on county roads: 

H. R. 6354. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia to establish daylight saving time in the 
District; and 

H. R. 7846. An act to amend title VIII of 
the National Housing Act, as amended, to 
encourage construction of rental housing on 
or in areas adjacent to Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Air Force installations, and for 
other purposes. 

HIS EXCELLENCY LIAQUAT ALI KHAN 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that on Thurs
day, May 4, 1950; it shall be in order at 
any time for the Speaker to declare a 
recess in order that the House may re
ceive His Excellency Liaquat Ali Khan. 
the Prime Minister of Pakistan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
REPORT OF WAR CLAIMS COMMISSION

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H . . DOC. NO. 580) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the Presi
dent of the United States, which was 
read, and', together with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Pursuant to the provisions of section 

8 of the War Claims Act of 1948, I trans
mit herewith the report of the War 
Claims Commission required by that 
section. In the absence of a thorough 
review by interested departments and 
agencies, the report should be consid
ered as representing only the views of 
the War Claims Commission and not 
my own views or those of the executive 
branch as a whole. . . 

The intent of section 8 of the ·war 
Claims Act was clearly to provide for a 
thorough study and evaluation of all of 
the many tY.Pes of claims arising from 
World War iI so that legislation dealing 
with the war-claims problem could be 
considered as a whole rather than ap~ 
proached on a piecemeal basis. 

However, as the Commission points 
out in the opening paragraphs of its 
report, it has not ·had sufficient time to 
make the kind of study intended. While 
making certain specific legislative rec
o:u1mendations, the Commission was 
unable to be equally specific in other 
areas. Thus, Congress is still not pro
vided with a comprehensive analysis of 
the total war-claims problem which is 
needed in order to make intelligent de
cisions in regard to individual types of 
claims. Such an analysis cannot be 
completed by the Commission without 
several more months of intensive study. 

Under these circumstances, I recom~ 
mend that legislation dealing with addi
tional types of claims be limited at this 
session of Congress to that which may 
be necessary to enable the Commission 
to develop comprehensive recommenda
tions as to what claims should be au
thorized in legislation and what the 
standards of eligibility should be. These 
recommendations ·should be submitted to 
me in time for full consideration by 
other interested departments and agen
cies and preparation of a coordinated 
set of recommendations from the exec
utive branch to the Congress early ill 
the next session of the Congress. . 

In the meantime, the Commission will, 
of course, proceed to adjudicate and pay 
those claims which have already been 
authorized by the Congress in the War 
Claims Act of 1948. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
~E WHirE HousE, May 3, 1950. 
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CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN RIVER AND 

HARBOR WORK 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
call up the conference report" on the bill 
<H. R. 5472) authorizing the construc
t ion, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors for 
navigation·, fiood control, and for other 
purposes, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the managers on 
the part of the House be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there object ion tO 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

follow:. 

one thousand and nine hundred linear feet of 
pressure conduit an d seven hun dred feet of 
earth dike", and, on line 24, delete the period 
at the end of the sentence and subst itute a 
comma in lieu thereof and add the following: 
": Provi ded, That the provisions of local co
operation applicable to the Har tford, Con
necticut, project heretofore authorized, as 
amended, are applicable to this modification 
at an estimated cost to local interests of 
$150,000."; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 24, line 6, change the figure "$68,-
377,000" to "$50,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 30, line 3, strike out the comma after 

CONFERENCE REPOnT (H. REPT. No. 1968) the word "times"; line 4, strike out the words 
The committee of conferen ce on the dis- "sixty-nine thousand acre-feet of"; line 5, 

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the strike out the period at the end of the sen-
amen dments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. tence and add the following: "as authorized 
5472) aut horizing the construct ion, r epair, by existing law."; and the Senate agree to 
and · preservation of certain public worlts the same. 
on rivers and h arbors for navigation, flood Amendment numbered 82: That the House 
control, and for other pur~oses, h aving met, recede from its disagreement to the amend-
after full and free conference, have agreed ment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to 
to recommend and do recommend to their to the same with an amendment as follows: 
respective Houses as follows: . On page 36, line 12, after the comma follow-

That the House recede from· its disagree- ing "1948", insert the following: "in accord-
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- ance with the report of the Chief of Engi-
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, neers contained in House Document Num-
15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, w, bered 185, Eighty-first Congress"; and the 
30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 41,: 42, 43, 44, Senate agree to the same. 
45, 46, - ~7. 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53 , 54, 55, 56, 57, Amendment numbered 83: That the House 
58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, recede from its disagreement to the amend-
74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81 , 85, 107, 108, 109, ment of 'the Senate numbered 83, and agree 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, to t h e same with an amendment as follows: 
120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, On page 37, line 2, change the period to a · 
130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, comma and add the following: "as set forth in 
140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 148, 149, 150, House Document Numbered 243, Eighty-first 
15l, 152, 153, 156, and agree to the ioame. Congress."; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered ·19: That the House Amendment numbered 84: That the House 
recede from'its disagreement to the amend- recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree ment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: to ·the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 7, lines 19 and 20, strike out "in ac- On page 37, line 8, strike out the following: 
cordance with the report of the Chief of "dated September 12, 1949" and insert in 
Eng!n.eers dated July 13, 1949;" and insert lieu ·thereof the following: "as contained in 
in lieu thereof the following, "Senate Docu- House Document Numbered 530, Eighty-first 
ment. Number.ed 11.7, Eighty-first Congress; Congress"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
and there is hereby authorized to be ap- Amendment numbered 86: That the House 
propriated the sum of $21 ,300,000 for the recede from its disagreement to the amend
initial and partial - accomplishment of the ment of the Senate numbered· 86, and agree 
project;"; and the Senate agree to the same. to the same with an amendment as follows: 
· Amendment numbeFe-cit20: That the-Heuse---- On-page 37, line 20, after 1the comma fol:low-

recede from its disagreement to the -amend- ing "1949", insert the following: "and the 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree Chief of Engineers in his report dated De.-
to the same with an amendment as follows: cember 12, 1949,"; and the Senate agree to 
On page 8, line 2, strike out the figure "$~9.- the same. . 
000,000" and insert in lieu thereof the figure Amendment numbered 87: That the House 
"$80,000,000"; and the Senate agree to the recede from its disagreement to the amend
same: ment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House to the same with an amendment as follows: 
recede from its· disagreement to the amend- On page 38, line 24, strike out the following: 
ment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree "dated June 27, 1948" and insert in -lieu 
to the same with an am.endment. as. follows: - thereof "as contained in House Document 
On page 11, lines 9, 10, and 11, strike out the Numbere.d 367, Eighty-first Congress"; and 
words "in accordance with the report of the the Senate agree to the same. 
Chief of Engineers dated June· 28, 1949;", and Amendment numbered 88: That the· House 
insert in lieu thereof "House Document recede from its disagreement to the amend
Numbered 531, Eighty-first Congress;"; and ment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree 
the Senate agree to the same. to_ the same with an amendment as follows: 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House ·on page 39, line 15, after the comma follow
recede from its disagreement to the amend- · ing "1949", insert the following: "and as 
ment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree recommended by the Chief of Engineers in 
to the same with an amendment as follows: his report -dated November 15, 1949,"; and 
On page 15, line 14, change the date "June 30, the Senate agree t1 the same. 
1949" to "June 30, 1950"; and the Senate Amendments numbered 89 through 106, in-
agree to the same. . elusive: That the House recede from its dis-

Amendment numbered 64: That the House agreement to the amendments of the Senate 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- numbered 89 through 106, inclusive, and agree 
ment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the language in the said amend
On page 22, line 22, after the comma, insert ments and in lieu thereof, on page .45, after 
the following: "consisting of approximately line 10, add the following paragraphs;_ 

"In addition to previous authorizations 
and authorizations herein, the projects listed 
below for flood cont rol and other purposes 
in the Columbia River Ba.sin (including the 
Willamette River Basin ) substantially in ac
cordance wit h the plans recommended in 
the report of the Ch ief of Engineers dated 
June 28, 1S49, and approved in the letter 
dated February 1, 1950, from the Director of 
the Bureau of the Budget for construction 
by the Corps of Engineers, both contained in 
House Document Numbered 531, Eighty-first 
Congress, second session, are h ereby ap
proved, and there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $75,000,000 for the 
partial accomplishment of those projects and 
for the continued prosecution of the com
prehensive plan for the Willamette River 
Basin approved in the Act of June 28, 1938, 
as amended and supplemented by subse
quent act s of Congress: 

"Power facilities at Lookout Point Dam, 
Middle Forlc of the Willamette River, Oregon. 

"Hills Creek Dam, Middle Fork of Willa
mette River, Oregon. 

"Dexter reregulating dam, Middle Fork, 
Willamette River, Oregon. 

"Waldo Lake Tunnel and regulating works, 
Middle Fork-North Fork, Willamette River, 
Oregon. 

"Fall Creelt Dam, Fall Creek, Middle Fork, 
Willamette River, Oregon. 

"Holley Dam, Calapooya River, Oregon. 
"Willamet te Falls Fish Ladder, Willamette 

River, Oregon. . 
"Willamette River channel improvements, 

bank protection works, and channel clearing 
and snagging. 

·"Libby Dam, Kootenai River, Montana. 
"Priest Rapids Dam, Columbia River, 

Washington. 
"John Day Dam, Columbia River, ·Wash

ington an d Oregon. 
"The Dalles Dam, Columbia River, Wash

ington and Oregon. 
"Local flood protection project at Pendle

ton, Oregon, and Jackson Hole, Wyoming. 
"Local flood protection projects in the Co

lumbia River Basin, Montana, Wyoming, 
Utah, Nevada, Idaho, Oregon, and Washing
ton, provided that wit h respect to these local 
flood protection projects the following con
ditions shall apply: 

"(l) Not to exceed $15,000,000 of this au
thorization shall _ be available for these local 
flood protection projects, 

"(2) All of the local flood protection proj
ects undertaken pursuant to this item shall 
be economically justified prior to construc
tion, 

"(3) Local cooperation specified in the 
·Flood Control Act- approved ·June 22, 1936, 
as amended shall be required." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 147: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 55, line 15, change the figure 
"$1,337,000,000" to "$1,250,000,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 154: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 154, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 58, beginning with line 5, strike out 
all of section 219, and insert on page 49, be
twee. lines 20 and 21, the following: 

"Arkansas, \Vhite and Red River Basins, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, New 
Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, and Missouri, with 
a view to developing comprehensive, inte
grated plans of improvement for navigati-en, 
flood control, domestic and municipal water 
supplies, reclamation and irrigation, ·de
velopment and utilization of hydroelectric 
power, conservation of soil, forest and fish 
and wildlife resources, and other beneficial 
development and utilization of water re
sources including such consideration of rec
reation uses, salinity and sediment control, 
and pollution abatement as may be provided 
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for under Federal policies and procedures, all 
to be coordinated with the Department of the 
Interior, the Department of Agriculture, the 
Federal Power Commission, other appropri
ate Federal agencies and with the States, as 
required by existing law: Provided, That Fed
eral projects now constructed and in opera
tion, under construction, authorized for con
struction, or projects that may be hereafter 
authorized substantially in accordance with 
reports currently before or that may here
aftei: come before the Congress, if in com
pliance with the first section of an Act en
titled "An Act authorizing the construction 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors 
for flood control, and other purposes", ap
proved December 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 887), shall 
not be altered, changed, restricted, delayed, 
retarded, or otherwise impeded or interfered 
with by reason of this paragraph." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 155: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree 
tc the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 70, line 3, change the figure "220" to 
.. 219"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

WILL M. WHITTINGTON, 
HENRY D. LARCADE, Jr., 
CLIFFORD DAVIS, 
GEO. A. DONDERO, 
HOMER D. ANGELL, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
JOHN Ii. McCLELLAN, 
SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, 
HARRY P. CAIN, 
GEO. W. MALONE, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5472) authorizing 
the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors 
for navigation, flood control, and for -other 
purposes, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompanying 
conference report as to each of such amend
ments, namely: 

Title I of the bill, Rivers and Harbors, as it 
passed the House carried authorizations for 
65 projects in the amount of $119,469,975. 
The Senate by amendments added 29 naviga
tion projects costing $108,903,150, making a 
grand total of $228,373,125 for rivers and har
bors. The navigation projects added by the 
Senate were based on reports which were 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers but 
were not submitted to Congress in t:.me for 
consideration by the House committee, as 
shown by the Senate hearings, before the bill 
was reported to the House. The conferees 
feel that they should now be included, since 
they have been submitted to Congress and 
heard and considered by the Senate com
mittee. 

Title II of the bill, Flood Control, as it 
passed the House carried authorizations for 
22 new flood-control projects and for 18 
modifications of authorized proje<:ts in a 
total amount of ~998,116,200. The Senate, 
by amendments, added 18 projects and modi
fied or extended 6 projects contained in the 
House bill in a total amount of $366,384,000, 
which includes $30,179,000 for reclamation 

Items (sec. 101, unless otherwise indicated) 

work on the Rio Grande, making a grand 
total of $1,334,321,200 for flood control. The 
new flood-control projects added by the 
Senate were, as in title l, based on reports 
which were recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers, but were not submitted to Con
gress in time for consideration by the House 
committee, as shown by the Senate hearings, 
before the bill was reported to the House. 
As in connection with title I the conferees 
agree that these new projects should now be 
included since they have been submitted to 
Congress and heard and considered by the 
Senate committee, 

The results of the conference are as follows: 
For rivers and harbors the total addi

tional amounts of $108,903,150, as passed by 
the Senate, were reduced by agreement 
among the conferees by $24,650,000, repre
senting reductions in authorizations for the 
Ouachita and Arkansas Rivers. The total 
additional amount for rivers and harbors, 
therefore, included by the Senate and agreed 
to in conference, is $84,253,150. 

With respect to flood control, the total 
additional amounts added by the Senate of 
$366,384,000, of which $30,179,000 is for work 
to be prosecuted by the Bureau of Reclama
tion, were reduced by $84,630,000, represent
ing reductions in authorizations for the Sa
vannah River Basin and the Columbia River 
Basin including the Willamette River Basin. 
The total additional amount, therefore, added 
by the Senate and agreed to in conference, 
for flOOd control, is $251,575,000. 

As the bill passed the House the following 
projects were included under Title I-Rivers 
and Harbors: 

Document num- Federal Annual Document num- Federal Annual 
Projects cost of new main· Projects cost of new main· ber 1 work 

Scarboro River, Maine, between 
Neck and Pine Point. 

Prouts H. 69, 81st Cong_~ $133, 570 

Wood Island Harbor, Maine, and the Pool 
at Biddeford. 

H. 49, 81st Cong._ 68, 700 

Winthrop Beach, Mass., beach-erosion con· 
trol. 

H. 764, 8oth Cong_ 216, 000 

Mystic ~iverHMass .• ------------·········- H. 645, 80th Cong_ 2, 908, 000 
Mattapoisett arbo~ Mass ••••••••••••••••• H. 664, 80th Cong. 33, 000 
Stonington Harbor, onn .•••••••••••••••••. H. 667, 80th Cong_ 34, 500 
Eightmile River, Conn.-----------------··- H. 666, 80th Cong_ 18, 000 
Fire Island Inlet, N . y _____________________ H. 762, 8oth Cong_ 228, 000 
East Chester Creek (Hutchinson River), H. 749, 80th Cong. 664, 000 

N.Y. 
Jamaica Bay, N. Y------------------------- H. 665, 80th Cong_ 377, 000 
Arthur Kill, N. Y. and N. L ............... H. 223, 81st Cong __ 11, 561, 000 
Sandy Hook Bay at Leonardo, N . J _________ H. 108, 81st Cong __ 45, 000 
Lake Ogleton and Walnut Lake, Anne H. 712, 8oth Cong_ 76, 000 

Arundel County, Md. 
H. 663, 80th Cong_ Hellens Creek, Calvert County, Md ________ 10, 400 

Governors Run
6 

Calvert County, Md _______ H. 670, 80th Cong. 59, 450 
Saint Patricks reek, Md ___________________ H. 671, 80th Cong_ 18, 200 
Potomac River and tributaries at and below H. 113, 8lst Cong __ __ .. _________ 

Washington, D. C., elimination of water-
chestnut. 

Kings Creek, Northampton County, Va ..•• H. 193, 81st Cong •• 93, 000 
R~pahannock River at Bowlers Wharf, H. 109, 81st Cong .• 118, 000 

ssex County, Va. 
H. 191, 8lst Cong __ James River, Va ____________________________ 

--·-112;400· Inland waterway in vicinity of Fairfield, H. 723, 80th Cong_ 
N.C. 

Far Creek, N. C------------------------·--- H. 770. 80th Cong_ 80,600 
Waterway from Pamlico Sound to Beaufort H. 68, 8lst Cong ••• 19, 400 

Harbor, N. C., harbor improvement at 
Marshall berg. 

H.111, 8lst Cong .• Taylors Creek, N. C------------------------ 82, 200 
Cape Fear River and below Wilmington, H. 87, 81st Cong .•• 1, 331, 000 

N.C. 
Savannah River, Ga. and S. 0 .............. S. 6, 8lst Cong. ___ 3, 137, 000 Brunswick Harbor, Ga ______________________ H. 110, 8lst Cong __ 1, 532, 000 
Saint Marys River, Ga. and Fla., and North H. 680, 80th Cong_ 918, 600 

River, Ga. 
H. 662, 80th Cong. Fernandina Harbor, Fla ____________________ 242, 000 

Saint Augustine Harbor and vicinity, Flor- H. 133, 8lst Cong._ 1,892, 200 
ida. 

1 "H" indicates House document, "S" indicates Senate document. 
~None required. 
a No additional maintenance cost. 
'Additional authorizations. 
•Report of Chief of Engineers dated Dec. 28, 1948. 

tenance ber 1 work tenance 

$3, 600 Palm Beach, Fla., beach erosion •• ·-·-·----- H. 772, 80th Cong. $7, 500 
--$1;000 Lake Worth Inlet, Fla ______________________ H. 704, 80th Cong_ 305,POO 

3, 240 Charlotte Harbor, Fla. __ ------------------- H. 186, 81st Cong __ 214, 000 (3) 
St. Petersburg Harbor, Fla •••••.•••.•.••••• H . 70, 81st Cong ___ 208,300 4,000 

(2) Horseshoe Cove, Fla ...• ..••••••••.•••••.••• H. 106, 81st Cong __ 194, 000 5,000 La Grange Bayou, Fla ______________________ H. 190, 81st Cong __ 99, 000 2, 500 
4,000 Fly Creek, Fairhope, Ala ____________________ H. 194, 81st Cong __ 14, 000 2, 000 
1,500 Pascagoula Harbor, Dog River Cut-off, Miss. H. 188, 81st Cong __ 41, 000 (3) 
1,500 Arkansas River and tributaries, Arkansas H. 758, 79th Cong_ 70, 000, 000 (f) 
1, 000 and Oklahoma. 

85, 000 Sabine-Neches waterway, Texas, vicinity of H. 174, 81st Cong __ 609, 270 1, 000 
4,800 Port Arthur Bridge. 

Galveston Harbor and Channel, Tex. (sea H. 173, 81st Cong __ 5, 550, 000 (2) 
7,500 wall). 
(S) Gulf Intracoastal Waterway in South Gal- H. 196, 81st Cong __ 300, 000 20, 000 
7, 500 veston Bay, Tex. 
1,000 Chocolate and Bastrop Bayous, Tex •••••.•• H. 768, 80th Cong_ -·-·aw:oaa· ··26:000 Freeport Harbor, Tex _______________________ H. 195, 81st Cong __ 
1,000 Little Bay, Tex _____________________________ H. 114, 81st Cong __ $29, 800 3,000 
2,000 Brazos Island Harbor, Tex __________________ H. 192, Slst Cong __ 3, 050, 000 60,600 
4,800 Trinity River, at Dallas and Fort Worth, H. 242, 81st Cong_~ 3, 410, 000 (•) 
9,470 Tex. 

Mississippi River at Hannibal, Mo _________ H. 67, 81st Cong._ 50, 420 1, 420 
Mississippi River at Davenport, Iowa •••••• H. 642, 80th Cong_ 91, 200 100 

9, 500 Mississippi River at Muscatine, Iowa .•••••• H. 733, 80th Cong_ 129, 495 900 
2,800 Mississippi River at Clinton, Iowa __________ S. 197, 80th Cong __ 2!>7, 770 --------

Mis~issippi River at Prairie du Chien, Wis_ H. 71, Slst Cong ___ 131.100 1, 100 
46, 000 Mississippi River at Alma, Wis _____________ H. 66, 8lst Cong ___ 29, 500 100 
(2) Hudson Harbo}i St. Croix River, Wis _______ H. 184, 81st Cong_ 58, 100 100 Grand Marais arbor, Minn _______________ H. 187, 81st Cong_ 114, 000 1,500 
6,000 Kenosha Harbor, Wis __________ _____________ H. 750, 80th Cong~ 4, 500 (3) 

750 Manistique Harbor, Mich __________________ H. 721, SOth Cong_ 308, 000 (3) 
Grand Marais Harbor, Mich ________________ H. 751, 80th Cong_ 398, 000 (3) 
Detroit River, Mich., Trenton Channel. •••• S. 30, 81st Cong ___ 1, 356, 800 1,000 

4, 500 Toledo Harbor, Ohio _____ __ _________________ H. 189, 81st Cong_ 329, 900 4,000 
(3) Redwood City Harbor, Redwood Creek, H. 104, 81st Cong_ 322, 000 14, 000 

Calif. 
236, 900 San Joaquin River and Stockton Channel, H. 752, 8oth Cong_ 4, 214, 000 (3) 
40,000 Calif. 
18,000 Westport slough, Oregon ____________________ H. 134, 81st Cong_ 112, 000 8, 500 

Columbia slough, Oregon.------------------ (6) _________________ 905, 100 16, 700 
5,000 Ohristiansted Harbor, St. Croix, V. L .•••.. H. 771, Both Cong_ 261, 000 • 5, 000 

11,600 
Total._ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ------------------ -- 119, 469, 975 698. 480 
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List of projects added to title I of the bill by Senate amendments to which the House concurred: 

Items added (sec. 101) 

P rojects 

Ash Creek to Saugatuck River, Conn., beach erosion. 
Shrewsbury River, N . L ...................... c • •••• 

Waterway from Indian River Inlet to Reho both Bay, 
- Del. 
'!'witch Cove, Big Thoroughfare River, and Lever· 

ing Creek, Md. 
Colonial Beach, Va., beach erosion ____ ___________ ___ _ 
Quinby Creek, Va ... ------------------------------- 
Davis Creek, Va.-------------- --- -- -- -- -------------Winter Harbor, Va ______________________________ ___ _ 
Channel from Manteo to .Oregon Inlet, N. C _______ _ _ 
Masonboro Inlet to ocean, Cape Fear River, N. C .•• Tampa Harbor, Fla ______________ _____ __________ ___ _ 
Hudson River, Fla ________ _________ ___ __ ___________ _ 
Channel and turning basin, Ozona, Fla ____ _______ __ _ 
Gulf, Intracoastal Waterway from Big Lagoon to 

P ensacola, F la. • 

Document 
number 1 

H. 454, 81st Cong. 
H . 285, 81 t Cong. 
H . 304, Slst Cong_ 

H. 340, 81st Cong_ 

H. 333, 81st Cong. 
H. 241, 81st Cong_ 
H. 309, 81st Cong. 
H . 319, 81st Cong. 
H. 310, 81st Cong_ 
H. 341, 81st Cong. 
H. 258, 8Jst Cong. 
H. 287, 81st Cong_ 
H. 326, Slst Cong_ 
H. 325, 81st Cong .. 

1-" H ." Indicates House document, "S" indicates Senate document. 
1 Increased authorization. 

Estimated 
cost 

$203, 500 
363, 000 

85, 000 

21, 000 

35, 000 
116, 000 
85, 000 

205,'000 
860, 500 

1, 980, 000 
7, 787, 000 

2i58, 700 
70, 100 
88, 000 

Projects Document 
number 1 

Biloxi Harbor, Miss .. ------- ------------------ ----- - H. 256, 81st Cong __ Ouachita River, Ark. and La ___ _______ _____ _________ S. 117, 81st Cong __ 
Arka11sas River, Ark. and Okla __ ______ ___ __________ _ H . 758, 79th Cong __ 
Mississippi River at Hamburg, Ill. ___ ___ ____ ________ H. 254, Slst Cong __ 
Mississippi River at Rock Island, Ill_ ____ ___________ H. 257, 81st Cong __ 
Monongahela River, Pa. and W. Va___ __ _____ _______ S. 100, Slst Cong __ 
Bayfield Harbor, Wis ___ __ _________________________ __ H . 260, 81st Cong __ 
Cheboygan Ri ver and Harbor, Mich.----- -- --- - - -- - H. 269, 81st Cong __ 

~~dto~~K·ri~~~; caliL·:====================== ====== = ~: ro~: ~i~~ 8~~t = 
San Francisco Harbor and' B~, Calif._ _____________ _ H . 286, 81st Cong __ 
Bake Bay, Columbia River, ash . . -- ------- --- ---- S. 95, 81st Cong ___ _ 
Columbia River at UmaUlla, Oreg __ _________ __ ______ H . 531, 81st Cong __ 
Kawaihae Harbor, T . H ___ _______________ _______ ____ H. 311, 81st. Cong .• 
Hampton Roads, Norfolk Harbor, Va. (sec. 102) ____ _ ----- -------------- -

Total. . • __ ------ -- _-- -- -- --- __ _____ • - - --- --- . -- --------------------

TITLE II-FLOOD CONTROL 

List of projects in bill as passed by the House: 

Project Document number 
Newft.ood

control 
projects 

Items (sec. 204) 

Increases 
in author
izations for 
previously 
approved 
projects 

B u -;

' l~t£· 1 

'It• -

Project Document number 
Newflood

control 
. projects 

Lackawaxen River Basin, Pa.. Hse1:s~c. 113, 80th Cong., 1st - ----------- $6, 000, 000 Som~ Platte River Basin, Colo. H2d~gsc~. 669, 80th Cong., $26, 300, ooo 
Anacostia River, D. C. and H. Doc. 202, 81st Cong., 1st t4, 531, 200 ------ - - -- - ._Elk~rn River Basin, Nebr •••. H. Doc. 215, 81st Cong., 2, 428, 000 

Md. sess. · 1st scss. 
Savannah River Basin ________ _ H. Doc. 657, 78th Cong., 1st ------------ 40, 000, 000-' ' Mandan, N . Dak ______________ H . Doc. 294, 10th.Cong., 1st ------------

sess. sess. . 

6267 

Estimated 
cost 

0 
$21, 300, 000 
210, 000, 000 

50, 400 
18, 600 

29, 238, 000 
119, 000 
163, 000 
466, 600 

3, 456, 000 
850, 000 
442, 000 
4Hl, 250 

6, 525, 500 
50, 000 

84, 253, 150 

Increases 
in author
izations for 
previously 
approved 
projects 

$76, 000 

Central and southern Florida .. H. Doc. 643, 80th Cong., 2d ------------ 10, 000, 000 Ohio Rivl'r Basin ______________ -- --- ---------- --- -------- ---- ------------ 75, 000! 000 
sess. Orleans, Ind.- -- - -----------~-- H. , Doc. 105, 8lst Gong., 202, 000 

Red River backwater area. ____ --------- --------------------- ----------- ~ 15, 000, 000 . 1st scss. 
St. Francis River Basin, Mo. H. Doc. 132, 8lst Cong., 1st 20, 000, 000 Bradford, Pa . ••••••••••••••••• : S. Doc. 20, 81st Cong., 1st 6, 467, 000 -----------

and Ark. sess. sess. 
Cache River Basin, Ark. and S. Doc. 88, 81st Cong., 1st 10, 000, 000 -- -- ---- -- - Wabash River-New Har· H. Doc. 107, 80th Cong., ------------

Mo. sess. mony Bridge, Ind. and Ill. 1st sess. 
500, 000 

E~:;i~e;icki~~i~?aj~r Mis- ------------------------------ ------------ ti, 000, 000 ~f~ a;~:i~~~f~~!i~~~~~-~~~::: ============================== ===:::::=::: 3!; ~; ~ 
Lower M ississippi River Basin - ---------------------------- - ----------- - 200, 000, 000 , Santa Ana River, Calif.._______ H. Doc. 135, 81st Cong., 1st 15, 092, 000 ________ _- __ 

Authorization. sess. 
Lake Ponchartrain, La_________ (!) ___ _____ __ _________ ________ 4, 050, 000 ____ __ _____ LGs Angeles and San Gabriel ------------------------------- ---------- ~ -- 40, 000, 000 
Calion, Ark .• -----------------: H. Doc. 427, 76th Cong., Ist - ----------- 430, 000 Basin. 

Genesee River, N. y___________ H~°ifoc. 232; 8Ist Cong., 1st C09, ooo ------ ----- fo~~~net6~e~~:°61~~!~·:::::: = °(i>--~=== ======= = == ========== == -· -·332;oiiii- -~~·-~~~~ 
sess. Portland, Oreg________ ________ _ (2) __ __ ____________ ___________ 14, 000, 000 -----------

Arkansas River Basin __________ ----- ---------- ----- ---------- ----------- _ 15, 000, 000 Alben i Falls, Idaho .• ----~--~- - S. Doc. 9, 81st Cong., l stsess. 31, 070, 000 -----------
. Grand (Neosho) River, Okla., H. Doc. 442, 80th Oong., 1st 36, 220, 000- Lower Columbia River bank (2) _______________________ : ___ 4, 900, 000 -----------

Kuns., Mo. and Ark. ssss. protection. · · · 
o~~ffou ~~i~_Ba~P:.i<frk.and Hse~~c. -, 81st Cong., 1st 6, 000, 000 ----------- !v~c~~;a1~:robo!~~~~:iB~oi;. (2>-------------------------:-- 14, 722, 000 

White River Basin ________ _____ ------------------------------ ------------ 35, 000, 000 Levees along lower Columbia (2) .•• : •• --------------------- 2, 973,.000 
Upper Mississippi River Basin. ------- ----------- --- ---- ----- --- ---- --- -- 15, 000, 000 River. 
Canton, Mo.------------------ H. Doc. 107, 81st Cong., 1st I, 086, 000 -- -------- - Kawainui swamp, H awaii. •••. H . Doc. 214, 81st Cong., 1st 848, 000 

Cape Girardeau, Mo . •••••••••• ·n~e:b5oc. 204, 81st Cong., 1st 4,_ 756, ooo -------~--- sess. 

W~11~~~~lo!~ver fi~~~-- ·wyo.~- ·1/=Z~·;:2itsist- co11g:; ist- --~:~24: oiio· ~~~~~~~~~ 5~~~1<l-t<itac~:::::::::: ===:::======:::::::::::::::::~ 213
• 
110s:.0111~~~olr

6· 000 

Mont. and N. Dak. sess. 

2 Report of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors dated Feb. 21, l!J49 (H. Doc. 531. 81st Cong.). 

List of projects added to title II of the bill by Senate amendments to which the House concurred: 

Items ·added (sec. 204): Flood control 

P . ojects Document number :C~!~t~~~t Projects Document number Estimated 
. Federal cost 

Hartford, Conn ... ------- ---.------ --------------- --- -- -------- ----------
Monkey Run at Corning, N . Y---------------------- H. 305, 81st Cong. 
Pasquotank River, N. C--- -- ------------------------ H. 306, 81st Cong. 
Hartwell Dam, Savannah River, Ga ______ ________ ___ H. 657, 78th Cong_ 
Central and southern Florida .. ------- ---------- ·---- ---------- --- ------ -
Grants Canal, Lake Providence, La ______ ___________ --- --------------- - -
Amite River bank protection, Louisiana ____ _____ ____ -- --- -------------- -
Des Arc, Ark .. . ------- -------- --------- ------------- H. 485, 81st Cong. 
Oklahoma City flood way, Oklahoma .. -------------- --------------------Pueblo, Colo _____________________________ ____ _____ __ H. 327, 8lst Cong_ 
Keystone Reservoir, Arkansas River, Okla ________ __ S. 107, 81st Cong __ 
Illinois River at Beardstown, Ill __ ___ _____ __ ____ _____ H. 332, 81st Cong_ 
Ohio River Basin _____ -----_. ___ ------------- _________ • ___ ----. __ .• _____ . 

I $239, 000 
12,370, 000 

110, 000 
10, 000, 000 
10, 000, 000 

11, 000 
50, 000 

228, 000 
I 10, 460, 000 

209, 000 
37, 273, 000 

2, 976. 000 
2-5, 000, 000 

Barbourville, KY---- -------------------------------- H. 345, 81st Cong_ 
Cumberland, KY--------------- ------- ----- --------- ..... do _______ _____ _ 
Red River of the North Basin _____ ____________ ______ ---- -- -- ---- --------
Rio Grande Basin . .. -------------------------- ------ _.---- ------- ~ ---- - - -Meadow Valley Wash, M uddy River, Nev. _________ (3) ________________ _ 
Painted Rock Reservoir, Gila River, Ariz __ _________ H. 331, 81st Cong. 
Humboldt River, Nev.--- --- ---- ------- ------------- (•> --- ---- ----------
Sacramento River Basin _____________________________ - ------ -- -------- ---
Russian River, Calif.. _______ _____________________ ___ N-- -------- --- ----
Columbia River Basin, including Willamette River H. 531, 81st Cong. 

Basin. 
Eagle Gorge Reservoir, Green River, Wash __ _______ _ H. '.Z71, 81st Cong. 

$1, 765, 000 
67,000 

4, 000, 000 
2 5, 000, 000 

1, 986, 000 
25, 800,000 

7, 679, 000 
3, 500, 000 

11, 552, 000 
75, 000, 000 

16,300,000 

TotaL _______________________ ·------------------ - ------------------ - 2 251, 575, 000 

1 Modification of previously authorized project. 
1$30,179,000 of this amount docs not include work to be prosecuted by the B ureau of Reclamation. 
a Report of Chief of Engineers dated Sept. 12, 1949. 
'Reports of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors dated Apr. 22, 11149. 
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The following is an explanation of each 

of the Senate amendments, some of which 
cover minor amendments: 

Amendment No. 1, Winthrop Beach, Mass .• 
beach erosion control: Due to emergency, 
local interests performed certain work at 
their own expense, which work was in ac
cordance with the recommended plan for 
which it is proposed that local interests be 
reimbursed, such reimbursement not to ex
ceed the cost as if the work had been per
formed by the Federal Government. House 
conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 2, Ash Creek to Saugatack 
(area 1), Conn.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief of Engineers authoriz
ing Federal participation in the amount of 
one-third of the first cost of protective and 
improvement measures for Jennings, Sasco 
Hill, Southport and Burial Hill Beaches, 
Sherwood Island State Park, and Compo 
Beach. The total cost of the project is es
timated at $610,500 with the Federal share 
estimated at $203,500. House conferees re
cede. 

Amendment No. 3, Shrewsbury River, N. J.: 
Item adopts project recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers to provide for a shallow 
draft channel and turning basin at an es
timated cost to the United States of $363,-
000. House conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 4, waterway from Indian 
River Inlet to Rehoboth Bay, Del.: Item 
adopts project recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers to provide for a ch.annel 6 feet 
deep from Rehoboth Beach to water of the 
same depth in Indian River Bay by way of 
Big Ditch. Estimated cost to United States, 
$85,000. House conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 5, Twitch Cove, Big Thor
oughfare River, and Levering Creek, Md.: . 
Item adopts project recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers to provide modification of 
the existing project by the provision of an 
anchorage basin 7 feet deep, 100 feet wide, 
and 700 feet long, connecting with the exist• 
ing channel at Ewell and an extension of 
the existing channel in Levering Creek ~ feet 
deep, 60 feet wide, and 1,000 feet long. Cost 
to the United States is $21,000. House con
ferees recede. 

Amendment No. 6, shore protection at Colo
nial Beach, Va.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief · of Engineers to provide -
protective measures at Colonial Beach. Cost 
to the United States is $35,000, which is one
third of the total cost of the project. House 
conferees recede. . 

Amendment No. 7, Quinby Creek, Accomack 
County, Va.: Item adopts project recom
mended by Chief of Eagineers to provide for 
a channel 8 feet deep to Quinby Landing with 
a mooring basin of same depth. Cost to the 
United States is $116,000. House conferees 
recede. 

Amendment No. 8, Davis Creek, Mathews 
County, Va.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief of Engineers to provide 
a channel 10 feet deep with a mooring basin 

· of the same depth. Cost to the United States 
is $85,000. House conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 9, Winter Harbor, 
Mathews County, Va.: Item adopts project 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers to 
provide a 12-foot channel leading from Chesa
peake Bay to a mooring basin of the same 
depth. Cost to the United States is 
$205,000. House conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 10, channel from Manteo 
to Oregon Inlet, N. C.: Item adopts project 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers to 
provide for a bar channel 14 feet deep in 
Pamlico Sound and in Oregon Inlet to and 
including a turning basin of the same depth 
and a side channel 12 feet deep from the 
Manteo-Oregon Inlet Channel in Roanoke 
Sound to wharves in Mill Creek near Wan
chese, including a turning basin. Cost to the 
United States is $860,500. House conferees 
recede. 

Amendment No. 11, Masonboro Inlet to 
Ocean, N. C.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief of Engineers to provide 
for initial stage construction consisting of a 
channel 14 feet deep over the ocean bar 
at Masonboro Inlet thence 12 feet deep to 
the channel of the inland waterway at 
Wrightsville by way of Banks and Motte 
Channels, and a turning basin 15 feet deep on 
the east side of Banks Channel near the in
let with three 15-pile tie-up dolphins. If 
experience shows that it is impracticable to 
maintain the proposed channels and turning 
basin by dredging alone, a final stage of con
struction, consisting of jetties on each side 
of the bar channel across the inlet is pro
posed. Cost to the United States is $390,000 
for initial stage; $1,980,000 for final stage. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 12, Palm Beach, Fla., beach 
erosion control: Correct typographical error. 

Amendment No. 13, Lake Worth Inlet, Fla.: 
A portion of the harbor is maintained by 
local interests by periodic dredging. The 
Federal project recommended in House Doc
ument 704, Eightieth Congress, provides for 
extension of the existing turning basin. This 
extension was required to accommodate in
creased vessel traffic. Dredges operating in 
the area under contract to local interests 
were able to do the work at a saving in 
cost of mobilization and demobilization of 
the . dredge equipment. The work was so 
performed in accotdance with the project 
modification. Reim:bursement to local in
terests for the cost of the work performed, 
not to exceed the sum of $305,000, is recom
mended. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 14, Tampa Harbor, Fla.: 
Item adopts project recommended . by Chief 
of Engineers to provide deepening of Egmont 
Channel to 36 feet; enlarging Mullet Key 
Cut to a depth of 34 feet and width of 500 
feet; enlarging Tampa Bay, Hillsboro Bay, 
and Port Tampa Channels to a depth of 34 
feet and a width of 400 feet; enlarging Port 
Tampa turning basin to a depth of 34 feet 
and a width of 750 feet; deepening Spark
man Channel and Ybor turning basin to 
34 feet; revoking the authorized improvement 
of Alafla River and substituting in lieu there
of a channel 30 feet deep and 200 feet wide 
from Hillsboro Bay Channel to and includ
ing the existing turning basin to be enlarged 
to a depth of 30 feet, a width of 700 feet, 
and a length of 1,200 feet. Cost to the United 
States is $7~780,000. House conferees concur. · 

Amendment No. 15, Hudson River, Fla.: 
·Item adopts project recommended by Chief 
of Engineers to provide for a channel 6 feet 
deep from the Gulf of Mexico to the head 
of Hudson River. Cost to the United States 
is $258,700. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 16, channel and turning 
basin at Ozona, Fla.: Item adopts project 
recommended by Chief of Engineers to pro
vide a 6-foot channel from the authorized 
Intracoastal Waterway, Caloosahatchee River 
to Anclote River, Fla., to and including a 
turning basin 6 feet deep. Cost to the 
United States is $70,100. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 17, Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway from Big Lagoon to Pensacola Bay, 
Fla.: Item adopts project recommended by 
the Chief of Engineers to provide foi: aban
donment and closure of existing channel 
between Big Lagoon and Pensacola Bay, and 
construction of a new channel 12 feet deep · 
and 125 feet wide from existing channel in 
Big Lagoon to Pensacola Bay. Cost to United 
States is $88,000. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 18, Biloxi Harbor, Miss.: 
Item adopts project recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers to provide for assumption 
by the United States of maintenance to a 
depth of 6 feet and a width of 40 feet of the 
existing channel from the main channel in 
Bilo~i Harbor to the entrance of Ott Bayou. 
Cost to the United States, none for new work. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 19, Ouachita River and 
tributaries, Arkansas and Louisiana (S. Doc. 
No. 117, 81st Cong.): Item adopts project as 
approved by the Senate providing for mod
ernization of the navigation channel for the 
Red River to the mouth of the Black River 
thence from the mouth of the Black River to 
Camden, Ark., mile 351, on the Ouachita 
River, to be obtained by lengthening the 
existing six locks to 525 feet and deepening 
them to accommodate 9-foot draft naviga
tion, also provides for channel realinement, 
cut-offs where necessary, rehabilitation of 
the dams and contraction works. The proj
ect also provides for a comprehensive plan of 
improvement for flood control, power pro
duction, and other purposes on the Ouachita 
River and tributaries, to include, in addition 
to all existing projects and portions thereof 
in the basin above the lower end of the 
levees on the east bank of the Ouachita, 
the following improvements: (1) Construc
tion of the DeGray multiple-purpose reser
voir on Caddo River, and the Murfreesboro 
fiood-control reservoir on Muddy Fork of 
Little Missouri River; (2) extension of the 
flood wall at Monroe, La.; (3) construction of 
a levee and appurtenant works for flood pro
tection of Bawcombvllle, La.; and (4) chan
nel improvement and closure of high-water 
outlets on Bayou Bartholomew, Ark. and La .• 
channel improvement on the tributary Pine 
Bluff outlet canal, construction of an inter
cepting canal from the head of Harding drain 
to Bayou Bartholomew, and channel im
provements of Deep Bayou and Overflow 
Creek. Total cost to the United States is 
$36,950,000, which includes $13,900,000 for 
a 9-foot navigation channel. The House 
conferees recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment and agree to a substitute 
amendment. The substitute amendment re
duces the amount of the ·authorization as 
originally proposed by the Senate from $36,-
950,000 to $21,300,000. This authorization 
will be available for the local protection proj
ects at Bawcombville, Monroe, and Bayou 
Bartholomew, Pine Bluff outlet canaj., Deep 
Bayou and Overflow Creek; for the DeGray 
Reservoir and navigation improvements. It 
is the understanding of the conferees that 
the Murfreesboro Reservoir will be deferred 
pending a further showing of the need and 
justification. 

Amendment No. 20, Arkansas River and 
tributaries, Arkansas and Louisiana: The 
House conferees recede from their dis
agreement to the amendment ,and agree to 
same with an amendment which provides 
for a reduction in the amount authorized. 
This amendment reduces the Senate figure 
from $89,000,000 to $80,000.000 for the fur
ther accomplishment of the approved plan 
for the Arkansas River and tributaries (H. 
Doc. No. 758, 79th Cong.), it being the un
derstanding of the conferees that of this 
amount not to exceed $30,000,000 may be used 
for bank stab111zation works at any location 
on the Arkansas and Verdigris Rivers from 
the mouth of the Arkansas River to Catoosa 
Okla. ' 

Amendment ,No. 21, Trinity River at Dal
las and Fort Worth, Tex.: This amendment 
authorizes the document number to be in
serted. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 22, Mississippi boat har
bor opposite Hamburg, Ill.: Item adopts 
project recommended by the Chief of En
gineers to provide for a small-boat harbor 
on the Missouri side of the river opposite 
Hamburg, Ill., with an entrance channel 6 
feet deep and appurtenant works. Cost to 
the United States, $50,400. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 23, Mississippi River at 
Rock Island, Ill.: Item adopts project rec
ommended by the Chief of Engineers to pro
vide a small-boat harbor in Lake Potter at 
downstream limits of the city of Rock Is
land, Ill., by deepening and widening en-



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HO.USE 6269 
trance channels to the Mississippi River in
to Lake Potter to a depth of 6 feet and a 
Width of 100 feet. Cost to the United States 
is $18,600. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 24, Monongahela River, 
W. Va. and Pa.: Item adopts project rec
ommended by the Chief of Engineers to 
provide for replacement of locks and dams 
12 to 15, inclusive, by two locks and dams 
of higher lift with single lock chambers hav
ing usable dimensions 84 feet by 600 feet; 
construction of movable crest gates on dam 
8 to increase the pool elevation; and con
struction of a navigable channel 9 feet deep 
and 300 feet wide from lock and dam 8 to 
the head of the river and thence of the same 
depth, and 200 feet wide where attainable, 
for a distance of about 2.1 miles up Tygart 
River. Cost to the United States is $29,-
238,000. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 25, Bayfield Harbor, Wis.: 
Item adopts project recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers to provide a small-boat 
harbor by dredging and protective works. 
Cost to the United States is $199,000. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 26, Cheboygan River and 
Harbor, Mich.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief of Engineers to provide 
for modifying existing project by deepening 
the channel and basin to 21 feet. Cost to the 
United States is $163,000. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 27, Port Bay, N. Y.: Item 
adopts project recommended by Chief of En
gineers to provide for channel 8 feet deep 
from Lake Ontario into Port Bay protected 
by arrowhead break.waters. Cost to the 
United States is $466,600. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 28, Redondo Beach Har
bor, Calif.: Item adopts project recommended 
by the Chief of Engineers to ·provide for re
construction of about 1,485 linear feet of 
the existing breakwater, construction of a 
2,800-foot extension of the existing break
water and a south breakwater 700 feet long; 
and for maintenance of the entire existing 
breakwater as reconstructed the breakwater 
extension, and the south breakwater. Cost 
to the United States is $3,456,000. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 29, San Francisco Harbor 
and Bay, Calif.: Item adopts project recom
mended by the Chief of Engineers for the 
establishment of a separate project for col
.lection and disposal of debris in the San 
Francisco Bay area. Cost to the United States 
is $850,000. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 30, Baker Bay, Columbia 
River, Wash.: Item adopts project recom
mended by Chief of Engineers to provide for 
a mooring basin 10 and 12 feet deep, about 
20 acres in extent, with protecting break
waters; and for a west channel 10 feet deep 
connecting the basin with deep water in 
Columbia River. Cost to the United States 
ls $442,000. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 31, Columbia River at 
Umatilla; Oreg.: Item as amended, and as 
recommended by the Chief of E'ngineers, 
provides for removal of blocks and boulders 
between the waterfront at Umatilla, Oreg., 
a.nd the navigation channel to provide for a 
depth of 7.5 feet at the present low-water 
datum. Cost to the United States is $416,250. 
l'Iouse conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 32, Kawaihae Harbor, Is· 
land of Hawaii: Item adopts project rec
ommended by the Chief of Engineers to pro
vide for adoption of a project for the im
provement of Kawaihae Harbor to provi(ie 
for a basin 35 feet deep below mean lower 
low water and 1,250 feet square with an en
trance channel 40 feet deep, 400 feet wide, 
and approximately 2,900 feet long extend
ing northwestward to deep water in the 
ocean; and a protective breakwater about 
4,400 feet long with maximum crest elevation 
13 feet above mean lower low water, of which 
the seaward 3,200 feet shall be protected by 

heavy stone revet.ment. Cost to the United 
States is $5,525,500. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 33, collection and removal 
of drift in Hampton Roads and the harbors 
of Norfolk and Newport News, Va.: Item 
adopts project recommended by Chief of 
Engineers to provide for the prosecution 
of a regular program fo:r the collection and 
removal of drift from the Hampton Roads 
area as is now being carried out in New York 
and Baltimore Harbors. Initial cost to the 
Unitetj. States is $50,000. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 34, Chief Joseph Dam, 
Columbia River, Wash.: Provides for a 
change in section number. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 35, Kentuck and Otter 
Slough, Oreg.: This amendment provides au
thority to the State of Oregon acting 
through its highway department, and to 
a local drainage district and county court, 
to construct, maintain, and operate dams . 
and dikes to control the :fiow of tidal waters 
into these sloughs at points suitable to the 
interest of navigatfon and in accordance 
with plans approved by Chief of Engineers 
and the Secretary of the Army, in accordance 
with conditions and stipulations which they 
deem necessary. No cost to the United 
States is involved. Similar authorizations 
have been included in previous River and 
Harbor Acts. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 36: ,Provides for change in 
sect ion number. Hou.se conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 37, Intracoastal Waterway 
from the Caloosahatchee River to Anclote 
River. This amendment would authorize the 
Chief of Engineers to select the most feasible 
route as -an alternate for the Gulf Intra
coastal Waterway in the vicinity of Venice, 
Fla. It is the understanding of the con
ferees that it does not eliminate the exist
ing proviso that the cost of the selected 
route shall not exceed the cost of the origi
nal route. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 38, Red Fish Bay, Tex.: 
This amendment provides for changing the 
name of the navigation channel and turn
ing basin in Red Fish Bay to Port Mansfield 
in honor of the late and distinguished chair
man of the House Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, Congressman Joseph J. Mansfield. 
This change is desir~d by the Goyernor of 
Texas, the Texas Legislature, and the citizens 
of the State. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 39, revision of compila
tion of preliminary examination, survey and 
review reports: This amendment authorizes 
the Secretary of the Army to prepare and 
transmit to Congress a compilation of these 
reports, the last previous one having been 
published as House Document 106, Seventy
sixth Congress. This compilation is of con
siderable value in the administrative work 
of the Corps of Engineers and to the con
gressional committees and the Members of 
Congress, as well as to other organizations 
interested in river and harbor and fiood
control investigations. It is understood by 
the conferees that the information is al
ready available and that the only expense 
will be for printing. The House conferees 
recede from their disagreement to the Sen
ate amendment and concur to same with an 
amendment to bring the date of the com
pilation up to June 80, 1950, in lieu of June 
30, 1949, in view of the lapse of time since 
the bill passed the House. 

Amendment No. 40: This amendment au
thorizes the conveyance of bridg.es owned by 
the United States and maintained and op
erated by the Corps of Engineers to local in
terests and will operate to effect a consider
able saving to the Federal Government. The 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 41: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees con
cur 

Amendment No. 42: Item provides for pre
liminary , examination and survey of ·Round 

Pond Harbor, Maine. House conferees con .. 
cur. 

Amendment No. 43: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Bass • 
Harbor, Maine. House conferees concur . . 

Amendment No. 44: Item provides for pre
limtnary examination and survey of Sesuit 
Harbor, Mass. House conferees. concur. 

Amendment No. 45: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of New 
Creek, Staten Island, N. Y. House conferees 
concur . . 

Amendment No. 46: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Main 
Channel, leading from Turkey Point to 
Havre de Grace, Harford County, Md. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 47: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Severn 
River, with particular reference to Ringgold 
Cove, Anne Arundel County, Md. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 48: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Apes 
Hole Creek, Somerset County, Md. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 49: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Chin
coteague Bay, with a view to establishing a 
harbor of refuge at Chincoteague, Accomack 
County, Va. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 50: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Middle 
Creek, N. C. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 51: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Chocta
watchee Bay, Fla.; small-boat channel at .Bay 
Bridge. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 52: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Pensa
cola Bay, Fla., channel at Bayou Texar. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 53: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and eurvey to deter
mine the feasibility of providing a perman
ent channel from the Gulf of Mexico into 
Fort Myers Beach, Estero Island, Fla. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 54: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of chan· 
nels in Lake Minnetonka, Minn. House con
ferees concur. 

Amendment No. 55: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Seabeck 
Harbor, Hood Canal, Wash. House conferees 
concur. _ 

Amendment No. 56: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Eagle 
Harbor, Wash. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 57: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Port 
Townsend, \Vash. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 58: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of coasts 
of the Hawaiian Islands with a view to the 
establishment of harbors for light draft ves
sels for refuge and other purposes. House 
conferees concur. ' 

Amendment No. 59: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 60: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 61: Provides for changing 
the citation of the River and Harbor Act of 
1949 to the River and Harbor Act of 1950. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 62: Provides for changing 
the word "tit~e" · to "Act". House conferees 

· concur. 
A;mendment No. 63: Provides for changing 

the word "title" to "Act". House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 64, Connecticut River 
basin: This amendment modifies the existing 
project for Hartford, Conn., in the Connecti
cut River Basin to provide for the Folly 
Brook dike and conduit consisting of 1,900 
linear feet of pressure conduit and 700 feet 
of earth dike at an estimated cost to the 
United States of $239,000, and at an esti
mated cost to local interests of $150,000 to 
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cover the provisions o! local cooperation 
applicable to the previously authorized 
project. The House conferees recede from 
their disagreement to the amendment and 
agree to the same with an amendment iden
tifying the project by a description of the 
length of the dike and conduit and by in
serting the estimated cost of local coopera
tion. This change was made to further iden
tify the modification of the existing project 
and to make clear that the usual conditions 
of local cooperation are applicable. 

Amendment No. 65, Susquehanna River 
Basin: This amendment modifies an existing 
project authorized by the Flood Control Act 
of 1936, which provides for local protection 
works on Chemung River at Corning, N. Y. 
The recommended modification provides for 
the improvement of Monkey Run Creek at 
Corning, N. Y., by the construction of an 
open flume and conduit between the existing 
works on Monkey Run Creek above Sixth 
Street and the Chemung River at Pine · 
Street, together with auxiliary works con
sisting of storm sewer outlets and a pumping 
plant. The estimated cost to the United 
States for construction is $2,370,000. Local 
interests must furnish the usual require
ments of local cooperation and also con
tribute $250,000 in cash or in an equivalent 
amount of construction or reconstruction 
work, and must also restore city streets and 
pavements over the flume and con<;luit and 
provide adequate pumping capacity for dis
posal of storm waters draining through the 
property of the Corning Glass Works and not 
intercepted by the project. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 66, Pasquotank River 
Basin: This amendment adopts a new proj
ect providing for the construction of a dike 
and other appurtenant structures for flood 
control and related purposes in the vicinity 
of the Pasquotank River at an estimated cost 
to the United States of $109,900, subject to 
the provisions of local cooperation· specified 
by present law with respect to local protec
tion projects. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 67, Savannah River Basin: 
This amendment would increase the author
ization for the construction of the Hart
well project in the Savannah River Basin 
from $40,000,000 to $68,377,000. House con
ferees recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment and agree to the same with an 
amendment reducing the amount of $68,-
877,000 to $50,000,000. The conferees con
sidered that the reduced amount would be 
sufficient authorization for a 3-year period. 

Amendment No. 68, central and sout hern · 
Florida: This amendment would increase 
the additional authorization for the compre
hensive plan for flood control and other 
purposes in central and southern Florida 
approved in the act of June 30, 1948, from 
$10,000,000 to $20,000,000. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 69, Orleans Parish levees: 
This amendment modifies the improvements 
contemplated by the Flood Control Act of 
May 15, 1928, by extending the scope to in
clude such improvements in the parish of 
Orleans, La., and to permit retention of juris
diction by the Board of Levee Commissioners 
of the Orleans Levee District, State of Louisi
ana, over the complet'ed improvements cov
ered by this amendment. The purpose of 
this amendment is to include these levees in 
the Federal project for the control of floods 
in the alluvial valley of the Mississippi River 
in the sa&e manner as for other communi
ties on the main stem of the Mississippi 
River in its alluvial valley. In this con
nection, for the purpose of clarification, the 
conferees considered and concluded that the 
project for Lake Pontchartrain, La., page 27, 
lines 1 through 20 of the bill which was 
not in conference is now adequately covered 
in and prescribed by Senate Document No. 
139, Eighty-first Congress, which it is the 

intent to authorize. House conferees con
cur. 

Amendment No. 70, Grants Canal, La.: The 
puri}ose of this amendment is to permit the 
Federal Government to fill a stagnant ditch 
which was dredged during the War Between 
the States and which has been partly filled 
by local interests. The conferees feel that 
the filling of the remainder of the ditch 
by the Federal Government to avoid the 
present health menace to the community is 
properly an item of Federal expense. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 71, Des Arc, Ark.: This 
amendment adopts a new project for :flood 
protection at Des Arc, Ark., to alleviate pres
ent dangerous flood conditions in this area. 
The project would provide for construction 
of an earth levee, drainage facilities, pump
ing plants, diversion ditches, and sewer 
modifications. The total length would be 
about 1 ¥2 miles. The estimated cost to the 
United States is $228,000, and local interests 
are required to assume the customary re
quirements of local cooperation required by 
existing law in connection with flood-con
trol projects. The project is particularly 
necessary in view of the fact that completion 
of levees on the east bank of the White River 
presently authorized will increase the severity 
of floods in Des Arc. House conferees con
cur. 

Amendment No. 72, bank erosion on Amite 
River, La.: This amendment adopts an emer
gency bank protection project to prevent se
rious bank caving which has caused damage 
to Amite Cemetery, Livingston Parish, La., 
and which will continue to destroy graves 
unless checked. The project, which is es
timated to cost $50,000, provides for the con
struction of a cut-off channel and a pile 
deflection dike. The conferees consider that 
the necessary corrective measures proposed 
by this amer..dment should be undertaken. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 73, Arkansas River Basin, 
Optima Reservoir: This amendment provides 
t hat the conservation storage for irrigation 
now authorized by existing law to be main
tained in the Canton Reservoir shall be 
achieved by coordinated design, construc
tion, and operation of the three reservoir 
system comprising the Optima Reservoir, the 
Fort Supply Reservoir, and the Canton Res
ervoir. The amendment would result in an 
eventual reduction of flood control storage 
when silt encroachment in the reservoirs 
infringed on the total live storage capacity. 
The House conferees recede from their dis
agreement to the amendment and agree to 
the same with an amendment to maintain 
the integrity of the flood control storage pro
vided at the expense of the Federal Govern
ment and to permit the conservation storage 
in the Canton Reservoir as authorized by 
existing law to be maintained insofar as 
practicable until such time as silt deposits 
threaten to encroach upon the capacity for 
flood control. 

Amendment No. 74, Keystone Reservoir, 
Arkansas River and tributaries: This amend
ment modifies the general comprehensive 
plan for the Arkansas River Basin approved 
by the act of June 28, 1938, as amended, and 
by the River and Harbor Act of July 24, 1946, 
by substitution of Keystone Reservoir on the 
Arkansas River for the Mannford Reservoir 
on the Cimarron River and oy the deletion 
of the Blackburn and Taft Reservoirs on the 
Arkansas River. The estimated cost of the 
Keystone Reservoir is $89,500,000. The esti
mated cost of the Mannford, Blackburn, 
and Taft Res·ervoirs, as approved, was $52,-
227,000. Although the difference in these 
costs is $37,273,000, there will be an actual 
saving in excess of "$24,000,000 by the substi
tution of the one reservoir for the three be
cause of the increase iii costs since the three 
reservoirs were authorized. The project will 
also provide essentially complete protection 

from floods on the Arkansas River from the 
Keystone site to the mouth of the Verdigris 
River and a much higher degree of protec
tion downstream from that point than would 
be provided by the Mannford Reservoir and 
will permit a more fiexible operation of the 
reservoir system with increased benefits and 
will effect savings in the costs of certain local 
protection projects. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 75, Oklahoma City, Okla.: 
This amendment provides for modification. of 
the existing project which consists of levees 
along both banks of the North Canadian 
River by substitution of an improved chan
nel through Oklahoma City. The estimated 
cost to the United States is $10,460,000 and 
to local interests $6,040,000. The conferees 
feel that the modification would result in a 
materially better project due to changed con
ditions. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 76, Arkansas River, Pueblo, 
Colo.: This amendment adopts a new project 
for a levee along the Arkansas River in the 
vicinity of Pueblo at an estimated cost to 
the United States of $209,000, subject to the 
customary provisions of local cooperation 
required by existing law for local protection 
projects with special conditions applying to 
this project. The conferees note that local 
interests have expended about $5,000,000 for 
flood protection works at Pueblo and con
sider the improvement well justified because 
of the protection afforded to this important 
railroad, industrial, and distribution center. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 77, Grand Prairie Region 
and Bayou Meto Basin, Ark.: This amend
ment inserts the proper document number 
left blank in the House bill. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 78, Illinois River at 
Beardstown, Ill.: This amendment adopts a 
new project providing for construction of a 
new section of flood wall to replace that lost 
and damaged and for raising, strengthen
ing, and extending the remaining portion of 
the fiood wall and levees, all located at 
Beardstown, Ill., on the south bank of the 
Illinois River, at an estimated cost to the 
United States of $2,976,000, subject to the 
usual provisions of local cooperation re
quired by existing law i;n connection with 
:flood protection projects. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 79, Ohio River Basin: 
This amendment increase6 the monetary au
thorization for the prosecution of the com
prehensive plan for the Ohio River Basin 
from $75,000,000 to ~100,000,000 to provide a 
sufficient monetary ceiling to · permit the 
completion of projects under way and to 
permit the prosecution of the comprehen
sive plan. Initiation of work on new proj
ect s can be accomplished within the $100,-
000,000 additional authorization by the ex- · 
cess of this authorization over the deficit in 
connection with the cost of projects com
pleted or under way. House confe·rees con
cur. 

Amendment No. 80, Mining City Dam and 
Reservoir, Ky.: This amendment insures· 
that the Mining City Dam and Reservoir in 
Kentucky or its alternates will not be con
structed if such construction would have an 
adverse effect on Mammoth Cave National 
Park. The conferees understand that con
struction under existing authorization wo"\Md 
be undertaken in such manner as to have no 
adverse effect upon the Mammoth Cave Na
tional Park. It is the understanding of the 
conferees that the purpose of the amend
ment is to emphasize the necessity of pre
serving this national park. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 81, Cumber.land River, 
Ky. and Tenn.: This amendment adopts a 
new project providing for the protection of 
the towns of Cumberland and Barbourville, 
Ky., by channel improvements and a sys-. 
tem of levees, subject to the customary pro
visions . o~ local cooperation required _by ex-
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!sting law in connection with flood protec- · 
tion improvements . . The estimated cost to . 
the United ste,tes for the Cumberland im
provement is $67,000, and for the Barbour
ville improvement, $1,765,000. The con
ferees feel that improvements at these local
ities are feasible and justified. House con
fere-es concur. 

Amendment No. 82, Red River of the 
Nort h Basin: This amendment increases the 
amount adopted by the House from $4,000,000 
to $8,000,000 which will be sufficient to com
plete the authorized project. The House 
conferees recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment and agree to the same with 
l'.!l amendment identifying the printed re
p ort for this project. 

Amendment No. 83; Rio Grande Basin: 
This amendment increases the House amount 
by an additional $5,000,000 which will be 
sufficient for completion of the Corps of 
Engineers' portion of the proj ect. It also 
adds an authorization of $30,179,000 for the 
worlc to be prosecuted by the Department of 
the Interior as provided for in the author
ized project. The House conferees recede 
from their di.sagreemen t and agree to the 
amendment with an amendment identifying 
the printed report for the project. 
. Amendment No. 84, Colorado River 
Basin: This amendment adopts a project 
for :flood control consisting of the Pine Can
yon and Matthews Canyon Reservoirs in the 
Meadow Valley Wash Basin at an estimated 
:Federal cost of $1,986,000. This project has 
a favorable benefit to cost ratio of 1.32. 
The House conferees recede from their dis
agreement and agree to the amendment with 
_an amendment identifying the report printed 
in House ~ocument No. 530, Eighty-fi.rst 
Congress. -

Amendment No. 85, Gila River Basin: This 
·amendmen·t adopts a new project for a fiood
control basin, Painted Rock Reservoir on the 
.Gila River, 126 river miles above Yuma, at 
an estimated cost to the United States of 
$25,800,000, subject to the conditions that 
focal i_nterests must adjust all water-right 
claims and keep the flood channel of the Gila 
River downstream ·from the dam free from 
,encumbrances. The conferees understand 
~that the improvement is needed not only to 
prevent flood damage ln the lower Gila River 
and lower Colorado River areas, but also in 
:the Imperial Valley in California. The proj
ect according to representatives of the 
State Department and the International 
_Boundary Commission ~s an integral part of 
the plan contemplated in the Mexican water 
_treaty of 1944. The House conferees concur. 
: Amendment No. 86, Humboldt River Basin: 
This amendment adopts a new project on the 
.Humboldt River and its tributaries in Nevada 
providing for three storage reservoirs, sup
plementary channel improvements, and a 
system of drainage canals and appurtenant 
works in the lower basin. The total esti
mated cost to the United States is $7,679,000. 
Local interests must furnish assurances that 
they will provide the customary requirements 
of local cooperation covered by existing 
:flood-control laws in connection with local 
protection projects, and must furnish certain 
supplementary cooperation ln connection 
with the drainage improvements and the res
ervoirs, including the contribution of $2,762,-
000 in cash toward the reservoir construction 
costs. The improvement is also subject to 
the conditions that local interests agree on 
the method of operation of the reservoirs. 
The conferees note that the Department or 
Interior and the Corps of Engineers agree 
that authorization would be desirable and 
necessary to permit the solution of the prob
lems involved in arriving at satisfactory ar
rangements between local interests and the 
Federal agencies: The conferees also under
stand that construction of the reservoirs will 
not proceed until satisfactory arrangements 
are worked out among the Federal, State, and 

local agencies for ·repayment of a proper par-
. tion of the cost .allocation for conservation 

storage. The conferees understand that the 
channel improvements in the lower portion 
Of the basin recommended by the Corps of 
Engineers have been coordinated fully with 
the works proposed by the Bureau of Recla
m ation and may be undertaken without af
fecting the other features of the plan. The 
conferees agree that the improvements are 
feasible and desirable and should be auth
orized at this time. · The House conferees 
recede from their disagreement with the 
Senate amendment and agree to the same 
with an amendment providing for clarifi
cation and identification of the project by 
reference to the report of the Chief of En
gineers. 

Amendment No. 87, Sacramento River 
Basin: This amendment provides for modi
fication of the flood-control project for the 
protection of Butte Basin authorized by the 
Flood Control Act of 1944. The proposed plan 
which is in the nature of interim protection 
provides for a leveed bypass through Butte 
Basin so .designed and constructed as to fit 
into and become -a part of the authorized 
project. The estimated cost to the United 
States is $3,500,000 and local interzsts must 
provide the usual local _cooperation required 
by existing law in connection with local 
protection projects. The conferees feel that 
construction of this i:qiprovement to provide 
interim protection is fully justified and 
necessary prior to the completion of the 
previously authorized project. The House 
conferees recede from their disagreement to 
this amendment and agree to the same with · 
a~ amendment identifying the project by in
cluding a reference to the appropriate House 
document number. 

Amendment No. 88, Russian River Basin: 
This l'!-mendment adopts a new project pro
viding for the immediate authorization as an 
initial stage, channel stabilization works on 
the Russian River and Coyote Valley Reser• 
voir on the east fork of the Russian River. 
This initial stage would be part of an ultimate 
development which would involve increasing 
-the storage capacity of Coyote Valley Reser
voir and the construction of an ~dditiona~ 
reservoir on Dry Oreek. The estimat!,)d cost 
to the United States of the initial stage is 
$11,552,000 and local interests would be re':' 
quired to contribute $5,598,000 in cash toward 
the reservoir construction. The conferees 
note, as developed during the hearings on 
this project before the Senate Committee on 
Public Works, that local interests are prepared 
to pay 1n full their share of the costs of the 

·project 'allocable for water conservation 
storage and that the Interior Department has 
agreed that as soon as this payment is made 
t he funds would be transferred from the In
terior Department to the Corps of Engineers 
which is charged with the construction work, 
and that the interests of the Interior De
partment in the administration of the proj
ect would then be turned over to local 
interests for their own operation and ad
ministration. The House conferees recede 
from their disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and agree to the same with an 

·amendment providing for clarification and 
· identification of the project by reference to 
the report of the Chief of Engineers. · 

Amendments Nos. 89 to 106, inclusive, Co
lumbia River Basin, including Willamette 
River: These amendments modify and aug
ment previous authorizations for flood con
trol, navigation, an.d other purposes in the 
Willamette River Basin and in the Colum
bia River Basin by authorizing additional 

· improvements consisting of dams, power fa
cilities and appurtenant works, levees, over
flow-channel closures, channel improve
ments, bank protection works, channel clear-

. ing and snagging, improvements for preser
vation or fish, local protection works, and 
navigation harbors, all as specifically item-
ized in these amendments. · 

. The conferees·have given careful considera- . 
tion to the amendments. and ·.to .. the general 
question of additional authorizations for 
improvements for flood control, navigation, 
and related purposes in the Columbia River 
Basin. The conferees feel that the develop
ment of the Pacific Northwest for these pur
poses in accordance with the plans of the 
Chief of Engineers as contained in House 
Document No. 531, Eighty-first Congress, re
cently transmitted to the Congress, is urgent 
because of the necessity of providing pro
tection from major and devastating floods 
and because of meeting as soon as · prac
ticable the ever-increasing demands for 
hydroelectric power in the rapidly expanding 
economy of the area. The conferees feel 
further that approval of units which will 
fit into the over-all development should be 
recognized at this time. 

The conferees agree that the intent and 
purpose of amendments 89 to 106, inclusive, 
can best be accomplished by approving those 
projects in the Senate amendments which 
are in the comprehensive plan of develop
ment as contained in House Document No. 
531, Eighty-first Congress and have also been 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget and 
by authorizing for appropriation an amount 
which will be sufficient to start construction 
work on the most important units. The 
.conferees note that the Director of the Bur
eau of the Budget in his letter dated Feb
ruary 1, 1950, transmitted the President's 
views on the .Columbia River Basin projects, 
and althought approving the greater number 
of projects included in the Senate amend
ments and also in House Document No. 531, 
Eighty-first Congress, exclµded .some as be
ing not in accord with th~ program of the 
·President at th.is time. The conferees fe~l 
that the projects which should be approved 
.and for which partial authorization should 
be granted should be limited at this time 
to those included in the Senate amend
i:.nents and approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

In this connection, the conferees note that 
the House bill and the Senate amendments 
include all projects of the Corps of J?ngi
neers which had Btidget . approval except for 

.a few ln the Willamette River Basin involv
ing the construction of dams at alternative 
sites ln substitution for dams previously 
authorized in the comprehensive Willamette 
River Basin -plan which are no longer feasi
ble of construction because oJ .changed con
ditions principally 9ue to World War II 
and the general expansion of the population 
in the Willamette River Basin, which have 
tal{en place in the ..period - subsequent to 
authorization. In connection with the alter
native dams at the Cougar, Blue River, and 
Green Peter sites approved by the Bureau of 
the Budget, the conferees are of the opinion 
that the Corps of Engineers has authority 
to construct these projects under existing 
law as alternatives for the projects originally 
authorized. 

In connection with the projects in the 
Willamette and Columbia River Basins as 
contained in the House bill, the conferees 
note that the identification reference is to 
the report of the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors dated February 21, 1949. 
These projects inserted by the House are 
a part of the comprehensive plan for the 
Columbia River Basin, including the Willam
ette River Basin, and are contained in • 
House Document No. 531, Eighty-first Con
gress, which was not available at the time 
of passage of the House bill. Since these 
items were not the subject of conference, 
their proper identification by substituting 
House Document No. 531, Eighty-first Con
gress, in lieu of the report of the Board of 
Engineers could not be accomplished, but 
the conferees desire to make clear that these 
projects are in the House Document No. 531, 
Eighty-first- Congress. The ·partial author!• 
zation of $75,000,000 proposed in the substi
tute amendment of the conferees represents 
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a. reduction from a total o.f $141,253,000, 
which was the total of the authorizations 
in the Columbia and Willamette Basins con
tained in the Senate amendments. With 
respect to the projects in the Senate amend
ments, the proposed amendment of the con
ferees would result in elimination of the 
project for modification of Fern Ridge Dam, 
Oreg., the reduction of the total sum for 
local flood protection works on the Columbia 
Basin from $28,000,000 to $15,000,000, the 
elimination of the project for Hepner Dam, 
Oreg., and the elimination of the item ,for 
harbors at various locations in Oregon, Wash
ington, and Iadho. 

House conferees recede from their disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 
89 to 106, inclusive, and agree to the same 
with an amendment which strikes out the 
language now contained in Senate amend
ments Nos. 89 through 106, inclusive, and 
substitutes in lieu thereof an amendment 
which approves the projects for flood control 
and other purposes in the Columbia River 
Basin, including the Willamette River Basin, 
substantially in accordance with the plans 
recommended in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated June 28, 1949, and approved 
in the letter dated February l, 1950, from the 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget for 
construction by the Corps of Engineers, both 
contained in House Document No. 531, 
Eighty-first Congress, these being the proj
ects which are listed in the bill, and which 
authorizes to be appropriated the sum of 
$75,000,000 for partial accomplishment of the 
listed projects and for continued prosecu
tion of the previously approved plan for the 
Willamette Basin. 

Amendment No. 107, Green-Duwamish 
River Basin: This amendment adopts a new 
project providing for a dam and reservoir in 
the Green River upstream from Seattle, 
Wash., for flood control. The estimated cost 
to the United States is $16,300,000, and local 
interests are required to · contribute $2,000,-
000 to the cost of the project. The conferees 
feel that the project is needed to protect 
parts of the city of Seattle. House conferees 
·concur. 

Amendment No. 108: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Merri
mack and Connecticut Rivers and their trib
utaries, and such other streams in the States 
of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, 
where power development appears feasible 
and practicable, to determine the hydro
electric potentialities, · in combination with 
other water and resource development. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 109: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Israel 
River, at and in the vicinity of Lancaster, 
N. H., in the interest of flood control and 
related purposes. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 110: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Nanti
coke River and tributaries, Maryland and 
Delaware, in the interest of flood control and 
major drainage improvements. House con
ferees concur. 

Amendment No. 111: Item provides for pre-
· liminary examination and survey of Matta
poni River, Va. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 112: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Perqui
mans River, N. C. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 113: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Filberts 
Creek at Edenton, N. C. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 114: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of streams 
on Johns Island and vicinity, South Carolina. 
in the interest of flood control and major 
drainage improvements. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 115: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Com
bahee River, Broad River, Black River, and 

their tributaries, all in the State of South 
Carolina. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 116: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Satilla 
River, Ga.; Saint Marys River, Ga. and Fla.; 
Suwannee River, Ga. and Fla.; for flood con
trol, navigation, and other beneficial uses. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 117: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Streams 
in Saint Johns, Flagler, and Putnam Coun
ties, Fla., for flood control and major drain
age improvements. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 118: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Mana
tee River, Fla. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 119: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of coastal 
streams flowing into the Gulf of Mexico be
tween the Suwannee and Apalachicola Rivers, 
with a view to their improvement in the 
interest of flood control and related pur
poses. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 120: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Black
water River, Fla. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 121: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Yellow 
River, Fla. and Ala. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 122: Item provides for pre
liminary examinatidn and survey of Black
water and Perdido Rivers, Ala. House con
ferees concur. · 

Amendment No. 123: J:tem provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Nine Mile 
Drain and Carlow Ditch, Macomb County, 
Mich. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 124: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and sur·ey of Hatchie 
and _ Tuscumbia Rivers, Miss. and Tenn., in 
the interest of flood control and major drain
age improvements. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 125: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey and study 
of al~ernate sites for the Millwood Reservoir, 
P....rk., in the Red River Basin. House confer
ees concur. 

Amendment No.126: Item provides for pre
liminary examination and survey of Dry 
Cimarron River, Union County, N. Mex., and 
Cimarron River, Okla .• Colo., and Kans. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 127: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and s~vey of Salt 
River, Ky. House conferees concur. 

Amendment· No. 128: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Lower 
·Rio Grande Valley, including streams in 
Starr, Hidalgo, Cameron, and Willacy Coun
ties, Tex., in the interest of flood control and 
major drainage improvements: House con
ferees concur. 

Amendment No. 129: Item provides for 
_preliminary examination and survey of Buf
falo Creek, Marion County, W. Va. House 
conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 130: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of water
way from Rangeline Lake to Oconto River, 
Wis., in the interest of flood control and 
major dra.inage improvements. House con
ferees concur. 

Amendment No. 131: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Mil
waukee River and tributaries, Wisconsin. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 132: Iter provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Sac
ramento River, Calif., in the interest of bank 
protection and channel improvements below 
Red Bluff. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 133: Item 'provides for 
· preliminary examination and survey of Wal
nut Creek drainage area, Contra Costa 
County, Calif. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 134: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Rec
lamation District No. 768, Humboldt County, 
Calif. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 135: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Mar· 

tin Creek, at and in the vicinity of Paradise 
Valley, Humboldt County, Nev. House con
ferees concur. 

Amendments Nos. 136 and 137: These 
amendments change the House provision 
authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey of Gleason Creek, Robinson Water
shed, in the vicinity of White Pine County, 
Nev., by providing that the survey shall apply 
to the section at and in the vicinity of Ely, 
Nev. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 138: Item provides for 
preliminary examination and survey of Sam· 
ish River, Wash. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 139 (sec. 206): Provides 
that the dam site kno.wn as West Peter
borough Dam in the Merrimack River Basin, 
authorized by the Flood Control Act of June 
22, 1936, and modified by the Flood Control 
Act of June 28, 1938, shall hereafter be 
known and designated as the Edward Mac
Dowell Dam, and any law, regulation docu
ment, or record of the United States in 
which such dam is designated or referred 
to under the name of West Peterborough 
Dam shall be held to refer to such dam 
under and by the name of Edward MacDowell 
Dam. -House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 140 (sec. 207): Provides 
that funds hereafter appropriated for a spe
cific and heretofore authorized project for 
a river, harbor, or flood-control works shall 
be merged with and be accounted for under 
the regular annual appropriation title appli
cable to such item. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 141 (sec. 208): Provides 
that section 204 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1948 is hereby amended by adding to 
the item therein for harbors and rivers in 
Alaska the following: "and that Federal in
vestigations and improvements of rivers and 
other waterways in Alaska, for navigation, 
flood control, hydroelectric power, and allied 
purposes shall be continued under the juris
diction of and shall be prosecuted by the 
Department of the Army under the direc
tion of the Secretary of the Army and the 
supervision of the Chief of Engineers." 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 142 (sec. 209): Provides 
that the Chief of Engineers and the Secre
tary of the Army are directed to review their 
pre.vious studies and to report to the Con
gress the amount of the total cost of the 
Alamogordo Dam and Reservoir on the Pecos 
River, N. Mex., which is properly allocable 
to flood control, in accordance with the pro
visions of section 7 of the Flood Control Act 
approved August 11, 1939. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No. 143: .Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 144: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 145: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 146: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 147: The effect of this 
amendment is to change the total amount • 
authorized by the bill so as to conform to 
the action of the conferees. House conferees 
concur. 

Amendment No.148: Provides that the sum 
of $1,500,000 additional is authorized to be 
appropriated and expended by the Federal 

·Power Commission for carrying out any ex
aminations and surveys provided for in this 
act or e.ny other acts of Congress, to be prose
cuted by the Federal Power Commission. 
House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 149: Provides for a change 
in section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 150: Provides for a change 
1n section number. House conferees concur. 

Amendment No. 151 (sec. 216) : Provides 
that section 7 of the Flqod Control Act ap

. proved June 28, 1938, as amended by section 
15 of the act approved December 22, 1944, 
is hereby a.mended to read as follows·: 
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"The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby au
thorized in his discretion to undertake such 
emergency measures for run-off retardation 
and soil-erosion prevention as may be needed 
to safeguard lives and property from floods 
and the products of erosion on any water
shed whenever fire or any other natural ele
ment or force has causec'. a sudden impair
ment of that watershed: Provided, That not 
to exceed $300,000 out of any funds hereto
fore or hereafter appropriated for the ' prose
cution by the Secretary of Agriculture of 
works of improvement or measures for run
off and waterflow retardation and soil-erosion 
prevention on watersheds may be expended 
during any one fiscal year for such emergency 
measures." 

House conferees concur. 
Amendment No. 152: Provides for a change 

in section number. House conferees concur. 
Amendment No. 153: Provides for a change 

in section number. House conferees concur. 
Amendment No. 154, Arkansas-White and 

Red River Basin Study Commission: The 
purpose of this amendment is to create a 
Commission to make studies and recom
mend a coordinated plan for conservation 
and development of the soil and water re
sources of the Arltan&as-White and Red River 
Basins . It is the opinion of the conferees 
that such a study can be accomplished and 
the results coordinated with the appropriate 
Federal and State agencies under existing 
procedures of the Corps of Engineers as 
governed by law and administrative pro
cedure. The conferees felt, therefore, that 
the purposes of amendment No. 154 can be 
adequately accomplished by adopting a sub
stitute amendment and has inserted the 
substitute amendment in its proper place 
in the section of the bill dealing with such 
surveys. The purpose of the substitute 
amendment is to enable the Corps of Engi
neers to assemble all existing data and to 
perform such studies as necessary to pre
pare a comprehensive report for the basins 
included and to utilize. the surveys and data 
available from other Federal agencies within 
their respective spheres of operations as 
defined by ,law, and in cooperation with 
State agencies. 

Amendment No. 155, change in section 
number: This amendment provides for 
change in section number. House conferees 
recede from their disagreement to the amend
.ment of the Senate and agree to the same 
With an amendment which provides. for an 
additional change in section number neces
sitated by changes made by the conferees 
in prior sections. 

Amendment N.o. 156, change. of. date: This'" 
provides for change in the date of title II 
from "1949" to "1950". House conferees 
concur. 

WILL. M. WHI'ITIN~GTOY, 

HENRY D. LARCADE, Jr., 
CLIFFORD DA VIS, 
GEO. A. DONDERO, 
HOMER D. ANGELL, 

Managers on the Part of the House .. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 7 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the conference report is 
unanimous. All amendments inserted 
by the Senate and agreed to by the House 
are described fully in the statement by 
the managers on the part of the· House. 
All amendments adopted by the Senate 
and modified or amended by the con
ferees are described in detail in the con
ference report. Moreover the state
ment by the managers on the part of the 
House contains the name aild the amount 
of the authorizations in the House bill 
together with a list of the items as agreed 
to in the conference for both rivers and 
harbors and flood control. There were 
reductions in most of the material in~ 

creases in the authorizations contained 
in the Senate amendments. 

The statement by the Managers on the 
part of the House is very full, and con
tains the projects in the bill as it passed 
the House and the projects inserted by 
the Senate and approved by the confer
ence with the estimated costs in both the 
river and harbor and flood control titles 
of the bill of all projects approved by the 
conference. All amendments inserted 
by the Senate are described in detail in 
the report. 

The Senate devoted much time to the 
debate of the bill. Amendments were 
offered that would have materially in
creased the authorizations and would 
have changed existing laws with respect 
to reclamation projects in the Columbia 
River Basin, and after extensive debate 
the amendments were rejected by the 
Senate. 

The Senate rejected substantially all 
amendments offered on the floor of the 
Senate after extensive debate. The bill 
as passed by the Senate, therefore, con
tains the amendments as reported by the 
Senate Committee on Public Works, and 
the Senate rejected, as stated, other ma
terial amendments .offered on the floor. 
The Senate committee op~osed amend
ments offered on the floor that had not 
been · considered by · that committee. It 
will be observed, therefore, that tJ;ie bill 
as passed by the Senate rejected amend
ments that would have materially in
creased the authorizations and really 
changed existing laws. The Senate is to 
be commended for the course adopted in 
the pas~age of the bill. The Senate 
amendments are largely confined to the 
adoption of amendments authorizing 
projects transmitted to Congress by the 
Chief of Engineers after the bill passed 
the House and were carefully considered 
by the Senate Committee on Public 
Works. 

The river and harbor amendments of 
the Senate on the Arkansas and the 
Ouachita Rivers were reduced by $24,-
650,000. The largest project approved 
by the conferees for rivers and harbors 
is the Monongahela River in Pennsyl
vania. Sind West Virginia, at an estimated 
cost of $29,000,000. This is a large proj
ect, but if Congress is to continue to pro
mote navigation the project is thoroughly 
justified. If Congress is to discontinue 
river and harbor improvements, the proj
ect for the Monongahela River should be 
rejected. 

The Senate amended the flood-control 
authorization for the Ohio River by in
creasing it $25,000,000. The authoriza
tion in the House bill · would only have 
provided for substantially completing the 
projects under way. The conferees 
believed the $25,000,000 to be justified. 
· In the Columbia River Basin, includ
ing the ·Willamette River Basin, the re
port with the favorable recommenda
tions of the Chief. of Engineers as ap
proved by the budget was transmitted 
to Congress after the House reported the 
bill. It involves flood control and river 
and harbor projects in the Pacific North
west aggregating approximately $1,500,. 
000,000. The Senate properly approved 
the report of the Chief of Engineers and 
authorized about $142,000,000 for the 
partial accomplishment of the projects. 

The conference agreed to reduce this 
amount to $75,000,000. I believe the 
economy will be promoted by approving 
the conference report. There are bills 
pending in both the House and Senate 
for the establishment of Columbia Val
ley Administration. Such an adminis
tration would supplant the Corps of En
gineers and the Bureau of Reclamation 
in the Columbia and Willamette River 
Basins. The adoption of the conference 
report contemplates that the river and 
harbor and flood-control projects in that 
basin shall continue to be planned and 
constructed by the Chief of Engineers, 
just as they are planned and constructed 
by the Chief of Engineers in all other 
river basins. 

The pending bill is for authorizations. 
They are essential for general flood con
trol after the appropriations are made 
as recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations in the House, for the 
next fiscal year the remaining authori
zations will be less than the amount 
:;i,ppropriated for the current fiscal year 
for general flood control. If flood con
trol is to continue, additional authoriza
tions for general flood control must be 
made. The conference report contem
plates authorizations for a period of 3 
years. There have been no authoriza
tions except for emergencies for flood 
control since 1946. If in the interest of 
economy it is necessary to reduce the 
annual appropriations that policy may 
be followed. On the other hand if wide
spread unemployment should obtain, the 
public interest would be promoted by 
having a shelf of approved projects that 
can be constructed not only r'or flood · 
control, but at the same time to provide 
for unemployment. Th'e conference re
port increases the authorizations for 
general flood control in the House bill . 
by $250,000,000, but this increase in
cludes, among others, the increase in 
the basin authorization of $25,000,000 
along the Ohio River,, and includes $75,-
000,000 for the initiation of the projects 
along the Columbia and Willamette 
Rivers. The authorization for the Key. 
stone Reservoir, while for $37,000,000 
mor.e, will result in a sa:ving.,of authoriza-
tions amounting to $24,000,000, for this 
·reservoir as agreed to by the conferees is 
to be substituted for three other reser
voirs, the Mannford, the Blackburn, and 
the Taft Reservoirs along the Arkansas. 
.Jn the State of Washington the Eagle 
Gorge Reservoir .at an estimated CO$t of 
$16,000,000 was included as a · Senate 
amendment. It was transmitted in 
:regular course and. recommended by the 
Chief of ·Engineers. The report had hot 
been transmitted to the House at the 
time the House bill was reported. 

The Senate agreed to all of the proj
ects in the House bill. On the other 
hand, the House approved the Senate 
amendments for projects where rec
ommended by the Chief of Engineers in 
some cases with modifications, and re
ductions of the amounts authorized. 
The House conferees feel that the Sen
·ate conferees were most liberal in agree
ing to take all House authorizations and 
in agreeing to modify in essential par
ticulars so as to definitely show that the 

·works in the Columbia River and Wil
lamette River Basins as recommended 
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by the Chief of Engineers were ap
proved, and that partial authorizations 
were made for their partial accomplish
ment as approved by the Director of the 
Budget. 

I emphasize that the pending bill is 
the first comprehensive bill, including 
both river and harbor and flood-control 
authorizations agreed to by the confer
ees since 1946 except for emergencies in 
1948, and I further emphasize that the 
total authorizations in the pending bill 
in the conference report are in reality 
smaller than the last general authoriza
tion for both rivers and harbors and 
flood control in 1946, 1945, and 1944. 

While there were 156 amendments 
adopted by the Senate, the vast majority 
of these amendments embraced prelimi
nary examinations and surveys for riv
ers and harbors and for flood control. 
Amendments 42 to 58, inclusive, em
braced Senate amendments providing for 
17 preliminary examinations and surveys 
for river-and-harbor projects. 

Amendments 108 to 138, 31 in number, 
cover preliminary examinations and sur
veys for :flood-control projects. The 
most important of these examinations 
covers the Merrimack and Connecticut 
Rivers and their tributaries and other 
streams in the States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island. Provi
sion was made for a comprehensive study 
of the Arkansas, White, and Red River 
Basins in the States of Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, 
Arkansas, Missouri, and Louisiana. 

AUTHORIZATIONS FOR 3 YEARS 

The authorizations in the bill as re
ported to the Senate amounted to $1,-
564,814,825, and as passed by the Senate 
amounted to $1,592,873,325, which in
cludes $30,179,000 for reclamation work 
on the Rio Grande, as against a total of 
$1,117,586,175 as passed by the House. 
The total amount carried in the bill as 
agreed to in the conference is $1,453,-
414,325, exclusive of $30,179,000 for rec
lamation work on the Rio Grande, or 
there is a substantial reduction of the 
Senate amendments of $109,280,000. 
The largest of these reductions are au
thorizations contained in Senate amend
ments for the Arkansas and Ouachita 
Rivers, for the Savannah River Basin, 
and for the Columbia River Basin in
cluding the Willamette River Bttsin. 
The authorizations will provide for con
struction for substantially 3 years. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

The total appropriations for the cur
rent fiscal year for rivers and harbors 
and flood control aggregated substanti
ally $684,000,000, and for the fiscal year 
1951 as reported by the House Commit
tee on Appropriations, they aggregate 
$G01,000,000. 

COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS AUTHORIZATIONS' 

. The House will recall that the pending 
bill is the first major combined river
.and-harbor and :flood-control bill that 
has been considered since the reorgani
zation of the Congress. A rather modest 
authorization was passed primarily for 
emergency projects in 1948 and the au
thorizations in the act -of 1948 aggre
gated for both rivers and harbors and 

flood control $87 ,619,000, including $30,-
444,000 for rivers and harbors anr" $57 ,. 
175,000 for flood control. 

In 1946 the aggregate amount was $1,-· 
387,395,070 adjusted to today's cost in
dex with the aggregate of the two bills 
amounting to $1,760,000,000, which is ap
proximately $372,000,000 in excess of the 
authorization of the pending bill as 
agreed to by the conferees. 

The total authorizations in the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 and the River and 
Harbor Act of 1945 amounting to $1,341,-
968,332 adjusted to today's cost index 
amounted to $2,080,000,000 or about 
$639,000,000 in excess of the authoriza
tions in the pending bill as agreed to in 
the conference. 
THE RIVER AND HARBOR ACT OF 1950-THE FLOOD. 

CONTROL ACT OF 1950 

Title I of the bill covers rivers and 
harbors, and as it passed the House it 
embraced 65 projects at an estimated 
cost of $119,000,000. After the bill 
passed the House, additional reports 
with favorable recommendations by the 
Chief of Engineers were transmitted to 
Congress. The Senate approved the 
projects in the House bill and conducted 
hearings on the additional projects 
transmitted to Congress with favorable 
reports by the Chief of Engineers after 
the House bill was reported. By amend
ments, the Senate added 29 navigation 
projects recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers at an estimated cost of $108,-
903,150. The conferees agreed to a re
duction in the amounts authorized to be 
appropriated amounting to $24,650,000, 
representing primarily reductions in au
thorizations for the Ouachita and 
Arkansas Rivers. 

Title II of the bill covers flood control, 
and as it passed the House it carried 
authorizations for 22 new flood-control 
projects and for 18 modifications of au
thorized projects in the total amount of 
$998,116,200. The Senate by amend
ments added 18 projects and modified or 
extended 6 projects in the total amount 
of $366,384,000, which includes $30,179,-
000 for reclamation work on the Rio 
Grande. The new :flood-control projects 
added by the Senate were based upon 
reports transmitted to Congress with 
favorable recommendations by the Chief 
of Engineers since the House bill was re
_ported. They were not considered by 
the House because they had not been 
transmitted to Congress. 

The managers on the part . of the 
House carefully considered all Senate 
amendments, and they agreed to the 
Senate amendments with reductions in 
the amounts authorized for :flood con
trol amounting to $84,630,000, which are 
reductions in the Savannah River Basin 
and in the Columbia River Basin includ
ing the Willamette River Basin. There 
were other reductions, but these are the 
principal reductions. The comprehen
sive report on the Columbia River Basin 
had not been transmitted to Congress 
when the House reported the bill. It 
was transmitted to Congress before the 
bill was passed by the Senate. The bill 
approves the report of the Chief of Engi
neers as modified by the Director of the 
Budget but reduced the authorizations 
carried in the Senate bill for the initial 

and partial construction of the projects· 
to $75,000,000 instead of $142,000,000 as 
carried by the Senate amendments. 

The Corps of Engineers has planned 
and executed river and harbor projects 
for the past 125 years. Many projects 
previously authorized are outmoded and 
will never be constructed. However, the 
total estimated costs of the balance of all 
river and harbor authorizations avail
able up to the 25th of April 1950 were 
approximately $2,051,616,000, or for au
thorizations for projects not under par
t ial construction the difference between 
the said sum of $2,051,616,000 and 
$1,560,000,000, while on the other hand 
the total balance of authorizations avail
able for general and Mississippi River 
:flood control aggregates only about 
$647,000,000. Additional authorizations 
especially for flood control are impera
tive. The conferees in making addi
tional authorizations for rivers and har
bors kept the balance of authorizations 
in mind, and.for that reason the pending 
bill provides for vastly larger amounts of 
authorizations for :ftood-controrprojects 
than is provided for river and harbor 
projects. 

The need at present is primarily addi
tional authorizations for flood control to 
protect lives and property and to provide 
for the generation of much needed power 
especially in the Pacific northwest. The 
authorizations, therefore, for flood con
trol as agreed to by the conferees are 
substantially six times as much as the 
authorizations for rivers and harbors~ 
The managers on the part of the House 
believe that the 'bill as agreed to in con
ference will result in the passage by Con
gress of the most constructive river and 
harbor act and the most constructive 
flood-control act ever passed by the Con-
gress. . 

The improvement of our national re-:
sources adds to the national wealth. 
Flood control and river and harbor im
provements are valuable national assets. 
When Congress authorizes and appropri
ates for the improvement of our rivers 
and for the protection of our valleys, we 
are building America. · 

I cannot close without saying to the 
House that I have been a member of the 
Committee on Flood Control and of other 
important committees during the years, 
but I have never been a member of a 
committee whose membership was more 
industrious and faithful in attendance 
upon all hearings, and whose member
ship studied and considered more care
fully all proposals submitted to them 
than the House Committee on Public 
Works. 

I would like to make my acknowledg
ments to the former chairman of the 
committee and the present ranking mi
nority member of that committee, my 
valued friend, GEORGE DONDERO. He has 
been indefati.gable in his investigation 
.of all proposals submitted to the com
.mittee, and his mature views have been 
most helpful. He .has promoted through 
the years the national rather than the 
partisan view respecting the improve~ 
ments of the national resources of the 
Nation. There is no more capable or 
faithful Member of the House of Repre
·sentatives than my friend the gentieman 
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from Michigan, GEORGE DONDERO. He 
is a patriotic citizen and a most able 
Representative. I will always treasure 
my associations with all the members 
of the Committee on Public Works. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK], who 
desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
has answered my question about the New 
England survey about which I -was going 
to inquire, which I appreciate very much. 

Mr. WHI'ITINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
trust this report which in my judgment 
materially improves the bill as amended 
by the Senate will be approved by the 
House as the original bill was by a vote 
of 202 to 1, on August 22, 1949. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman knows 

of the terrible floods that are now raging 
in the Missouri Valley, and have been 
for the past couple of weeks, and the 
great problem that we have with flood
waters in the Missouri Valley. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I am aware of 
the problem and the floods mentioned. 

Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 
feel that the Missouri Valley has been 
treated properly in the way of flood
control authorization in this bill? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I do. One of 
the largest authorizations is for the Mis
souri River Basin. That was approved 
by the House without dissent. It was 
also approved by the Senate and it was 
agreed to in the conference. 

I now yield to my colleague, the rank
ing member on the committee, the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO], 
7 minutes. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ap
preciate very much the kind and gener
ous remarks made by our very able and 
distinguished chairman in regard to my
self. My only hope is that I deserve 
what he said about me. 

This House does not contain a Mem
ber who works harder, is a more thor
ough legislator, and a more brilliant 
Member of this body than our very able 
and distinguished chairman, the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTING
TON J • It is with keen personal regret 
that the news has come to me that he 
has chosen to withdraw voluntarily from 
the Congress of the United States. His 
district, his State, and our Nation will 
lose one of the ablest men in this body, 
I personally regret that he is leaving. 
I am sure he has th~ best wishes of all 
of us. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield the gentleman five additional 
minutes. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 

made reference to the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WHITTINGTON] about the gentleman who 
now has the floor. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON] never 
says anything unless he firmly believes it. 

Mr. DONDERO. I thank the gentle
man very much. 

XCVI-396 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very large river 
and harbor and flood-control bill. For 
more than 17 years I have served on that 
committee, and have never come to this 
floor in opposition to a river and harbor 
or floe>d-control bill. 

We passed the last bill in 1948, in the 
_ Eightieth Congress. When this bill went 
to the Senate some additions were made 

. to it. If this bill did not cover an in
tended 3-year period, which makes 5 
years in all, I think I would vote against 
it because of the amount. But when we 
divide the amount contained in this bill 
over a 3-year period it is not so large and 
is not out of line with previous legisla
tion passed by this body for rivers and 
harbors and flood-control work. It is 
true the bill carries with it nearly a bil
lion five hundred million in authoriza-

- tion, but I want to point out that when 
the bill passed the House last year 
$785,000,000 of it was for increased au
thorization on projects already under 
construction, and some of them nearing 
completion. The total bill was $1,100,-
000,000. That was necessary because of 
the increase in the cost of constructing 
this kind of work in the United States. 
When that amount is deducted, even 
with the additions made by the Senate, 
this bill is not out of line with other leg
islation which this Congress has passed 

. for river and harbor and flood-control 
work of the Nation. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. I have noticed in the 

tables that have been presented by the 
engineers very large increases resulting 
from changes in plans and increased 
plans for certain projects. Frankly, that 
has disturbed me. When bills have come 
before the Appropriations Committee for 
the purpose of providing funds to con
tinue projects the result has been that 
the sponsors would come in to get their 
initial appropriation of a small amount 
and then come back for a large amount 
the next year. It has been very disturb
ing to those of us who have tried to keep 
things at all within bounds. 

Mr. DONDERO. I realize the force of 
what the gentleman says. I, too, have 
had my differences with the Army Engi
neers on the question of increasing au
thorizations; but I recognize, and I think 

· everybody else does, that within the last 
few years the costs of all construction 
work have increased very materially. 

Mr. TABER. But these estimates have 
· gone up way beyond what increases in 
cost would justify, and have been the 
result of large additions to the projects 
which were not disclosed to the Congress 
at the time the initial appropriations 
were made. That policy should not be 
continued. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. While I appre

ciate the force of the statement, the fact 
remains that practically all, and certainly 
all of the major works, are let on com
petitive bids. Regardless of the amount 
authorized or appropriated, the country 
gets the benefit of those competitive bids 
in the amount of the award. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman Yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. The bill as it comes back 

to us lists many projects not contained 
in the bill at the time E left the House. 
Does the gentleman feel that at this par
ticular time we should add over $400,-
000,000 to the bill, which is the effect of 
the increases? 

Mr. DONDERO. I think I know what 
the gentleman alludes to. I would not 
have included them if I had-my say about 
it, or if it. were left to my decision. They 
were included in the other body. They 
are mostly in the Pacific Northwest. No 
doubt that region, because of its rapid 
increase in population, needs more river 
and harbor flood-control work, and 
power dams. However, the conferees of 
the House did obtain a substantial re
duction of $85,000,000 in the flood-con
trol amount included in the bill by the 
Senate. No items were deducted from 
the House bill; they were deducted from 
the Senate projects. 

Mr. RICH. Does the bill now carry 
new projects in addition to what were 
contained in the bill at the time it passed 
the House? 

Mr. DONDERO. Yes; it includes the 
larger amount that was put in by the 
Senate for projects in the northwestern 
part of the United States . 

Mr. RICH. Is the other body figur
ing on building these great power proj
ects with the idea of socializing the 
Northwest? The Southwest? 

Mr. DONDERO. This House and the 
committee know my stand on that ques
tion. I do not o:Jject to the Federal 
Government's producing .the power;: 
what I do object to is the Federal Gov
.ernment's going into the retail business 
of power and thereby coming into com-. 
petition with private. enterprise. 

Mr. RICH. They not only furnish the 
. power on a lot of these projects, but they 
build transmission lines that compete 
with private enterprise. The trouble is 
that eventually they will want to talce 
over distribution to the consumer, social
izing our country. 

Mr. DONDERO. I agree with the gen
tleman. I have always opposed that pol
icy. 

Mr. RICH. We ought to oppose it. 
We do not want anybody to get the idea 
that we are for socialization. The Con
gress is supporting Great Britain now, a. 
Socialist country. We want to stop this 
socialization and aid to socialism. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, regret
fully, I must decline to yield further; 
there are other matters to which I wish 
to address myself. 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a correction. 

Mr. DONDERO. Certainly. 
Mr. LARCADE. If the gentleman will 

ref er to the tabulation he will find that 
the House conferees were responsible for 
reducing the .Senate projects by $109,-
280,000, rather than $85,000,000. 

Mr. DONDERO. I had reference to 
·the flood-control. section. You are cor
rect; the total reduction in the bill is 

·$109,280,000. 
One thing more to which I wish to call 

attention: I asked the Army engineers 



6276 CONGRESSIONAL "RECORD-HOUSE MAY 3 

to make a tabulation of all the author
ized projects now on the shelf. The 
total they gave me is $2,160,000,000. 
When this amount is added to this bill 
we will have about three and one-half 
billion dollars. Since that amount is 
spread over an average period of 5 years 
you can see it is not far out of line with 
the amount we are appropriating each 
year for the continuation and construc
tion of this work. We are now appro
priat ing ap roximately $600,000,000 an
nually for this work. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The fact of the 
matter is that many of the projects have 
been adopted years and years ago, many 
of them will not be constructed because 
they are outmoded at the present time. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is correct. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Spealcer, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gen

tleman from New York. 
Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman 

1nf orm us in dollars how much was added 
to the bill by the Senate? 

Mr. DONDERO. The amount in dol
lars added by the Senate for river and 
harbor work was $108,903,000, and the 
amount added in the Senate for flood- -
control work was $366,384,000. 

Mr. KEATING. So that almost one
half billion of the billion and a half 
involved in the bill has been added by 
the Senate? 

Mr. DONDERO. That is correct. 
Mr. KEATING. When we.had the bill 

here before it was. approximately one 
billion? 

Mr. DONDERO. That is right. The 
· other body put in projects that were not 
ready for report to the House committee 
at the time the bilL was before the House 

· Jast year. They were reported · to - the 
Senate this year. 

Mr. KEATING. I feel sure the gen
tleman shares my view, knowing his gen-

·eral feeling, that there are tim€s such as 
the present when we might have to cur
tail on projects, that we might put them 
through at a different time and in a dif
ferent state of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. DONDERO. Yes. The remedy 
for that is to withhold appropriations. 

Mr. KEATING. The pressure is 
greater for them once they have been 
approved. 

Mr. DONDERO. I have learned some
thing about pressure in the years I have 
been here. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I want to correct a 
·statement made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RrcHJ. The Federal 
Government does not engage in the re
tail sale of electricity. Where this 
power is owned by the Federal Govern
ment it does build transmission lines 
and sells at wholesale. It does not re
tail the power. 

Mr. DONDERO. I am willing to de
bate that question with the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman three additional 
minutes. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gen
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. I want to ask the gen
tleman one question. In connection 
with these items placed in the bill in 
the Senate were there budget estimates 
for those items? 

Mr. DONDERO. I understand there 
were budget estimates, and we were so 
informed in conference. 

Mr. RABAUT. None were put ·in on 
the floor over there? 

Mr. DONDERO. That is my under
standing. Perhaps the chairman can 
explain that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentle
man has made a correct statement. If · 
I may be permitted to say in response 
to the question, the bill as agreed to in 
conference accomplishes the very thing 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
-[Mr. RICH] is undertaking to bring to 
our attention. We only approved 
works to be constructed by the Corps 
of Engineers in the Pacific Northwest 
just as they have been constructed 
everywhere else. We are not departing 
from that and permitting any other 
agency to construct them. There are 
no authorizations for transmission lines. 

Mr. RABAUT. I want to ask this 
further question: Are the projects that 
have been placed in this bill in the Sen
ate there with a budget estimate? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. They are. sub
stantially with budget approval just as 
projects in the House bill were generally 
with budget approval. 

Mr. RABAUT. Why does the gentle
man say "substantially?" 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I use the_word 
as the equivalent of immaterial, minor, 
or small. That is what I mean. In 
some cases, Congress does-not agree with 
the Director of the Budget. But the 
big projects like the Columbia River 
Basin are in here with the approval 
of the budget and it is specifically stated 
in the conference report that. in ap
proving that project we -approv~ it as 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers 
and upon the approval of the Director 
of the Budget. 

Mr. RABAUT. I may say to the gen
tleman that some of these things that 
are immaterial in the Senate appear 
quite gigantic in the House. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. We under
stand that, and for that reason we are 
asking for partial authorization. And, 
I will say further that one of the largest 
items included in this conference report 
was recommended since the bill passed 
the House, and th!lt is the $29,000,000 
for navigation along the Monongahela 
River, on which .river there is more nav
igation today than any other river of 
its size in the world. 

I thank my colleague for yieldln-g to 
me to make that statement. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Spealrnr, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. As the gentleman has 
stated, the Senate increased the amount 
about $500,000,000. 

Mr. DONDERO. Yes. 
Mr. FORD. The House was the sav

ing influence, so to speak. Would any
thing be gained by returning this con
ference report to conference in an ef
fort to cut the added amounts put on 
by the other body? 

Mr. DONDERO. I do not think so. 
Mr. FORD. In other , words, the 

gentleman feels that they would not re
cede if we should return the conference 
report. 

Mr. DONDERO. No. We struggled 
with this matter for 2 days before we 
came to an agreement. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO.- I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Is it not true 
that the items put in by the other body 
and agreed to by the conferees in most 
instances take care of projects where 
there were worn-out locks, worn..;out 
dams, and also construction partially 
completed? 

Mr. DONDERO. Only some of the 
projects. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. And failure to 
support in the main what was put in by 
the other body would result in loss rather 
than a saving over a long period. 

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman is 
correct. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from _ 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK Mr. Speaker, one 
of the joys and pleasures of my 22 years 
of service in this body has been, and 'is 
today, by association with the distin
guished gentleman from . Mississippi, 
WILL WHITTINGTON. We are all sorry tv 
hear that our distinguished friend and 
colleague is not going to seek reelection. 
We know the confidence that the people 
of his district have in .him, and that if 
he sought reelection, that he would be 
renominated and reelected without op
position. 

When I first came here 22 years ago 
one of the first Members that I met was 
the ge-ntleman from Mississippi, WILL 
WHITTINGTON. During my 22 years as a 
Member of this body a very close friend
ship has developed. I know of no 
Member during my period of service that 
has had more potent influence in the 
House than WILL WHITTINGTON; a man 
of unusual ability, a man of devotion to 
service, a man of loyalty to those great 
fundamental truths that he believes in. 
He has left his imprint in the Halls of 
Congress. 

Today we are considering the final 
stage of the rivers and harbors bill, 
which will be the last rivers and harbors 
bill that our distinguished friend will 
sponsor as a Member of the House of 
Representatives, a bill in which he adopt.s 
the role of leadership in its passage 
through the Congress of the United 
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States. Many rivs:s and harbors bills 
have passed under his leadership. The 
one we are now considering is a ·great 
tribute, as will be evidenced by the 
unanimity by which it will be adopted, 
and shows the confidence that the House 
has in WILL WHITTINGTON, and the re
spect that we have for him and for his 
leadership. As majority leader for 
about 8 years I want to in that capacity 
express the deep gratitude that I have 
for WILL WHITTINGTON in the ever loyal 
way in which he has supported my 
leadership. I know in that statement I 
express the sentiment of Speaker RAY
BURN. 

Speaking for all of our colleagues 
without regard to party, and I think I 
can do so without anyone taking is.sue, 
everyone who ever served with WILL 
WHtTTINGTON has the highest respect for 
him and a complete feeling of confidence 
in him. If ever a man has impressed 
m.e with his intellectual honesty it has 
been WILL WHITTINGTON: His ability I 
have referred to, and his integrity is 
above reproach. 

Above all, the trait in him that I have 
admired is his loyalty, his loyalty to his 
spiritual beliefs, his loyalty to his coun
try, his loyalty to the House, his loyalty 
to his committee, his loyalty to his party, 
his loyalty to his leadership, his loyalty 
to his friends, and his loyalty to his con
stituents. 

I regret very much that he is not com
ing back to the House because the coun
try needs the services of a man like 
WILL WHITTINGTON at all times, but par
ticularly in a period of stress and trou
bles such as we are undergoing today. 

I take these few minutes to pay trib
ute to a great legislator, a great Ameri
can, and a great man, the distinguished 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHIT
TINGTON]. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR.J. 

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. 
Speaker, it is my sad duty to report 
to the House the death of my constitu
ent, a former illustrious Member of this 
House from 1906 to 1920, the Honorable 
J. Hampton Moore. 

"Hampy," as he was so a:ffectionately 
well known, had a long and honorable 
career in public service. He was one of 
the most active and energetic men it has 
been my privilege to know. His back
ground was unusual; it spelled "activity" 
always. He was a reporter on the old 
Public Ledger in Philadelphia-probably 
his greatest story having been a report 
on the Johnstown flood; he was a court 
reporter, chief clerk to the city treasurer, 
secretary to a mayor, city treasurer, first 
Chief Clerk of the Bureau of Manufac
tures of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, and president of a Philadel
phia trust company. He will also be 
remembered for his long service as pres
ident of the Atlantic Deeper Waterways 
Association. 

Mr. Moore will be remembered by 
many of our colleagues as an active 
member of the Ways and Means Com
mittee and an outstanding leader in the 
councils of the Republican Party when 

that party was in control of Congress 
and the national administration. He 
left Congress to serve as mayor of Phila
delphia, in which capacity he served two 
terms with great distinction. 

Philadelphia and the Nation have lost 
an outstanding citizen, a patriotic Amer
ican, and a noted public servant. We 
mourn his passing; he will never be 
forgotten. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
in view of the fact that the appropria
tion bill is pending, as the Members real
ize, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may extend their remarks on 
this rivers, harbors, and flood-control 
bill at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, I 

take this time to speak in behalf of the 
Green-Duwamish River flood-control 
project, which is situated in my congres
sional distriCt. The Green River rises in 
the Cascades at an elevation of approxi
mately 5,000 feet and flows in a north
westerly direction for about 60 or 70 
miles, where it empties into the Puget 
Sound at Seattle, Wash. The flood plain 
begins just above the city of Auburn, 
which has a population of approximately 
6,000. The river flows through a fertile 
valley, which is about 2 or 3 miles in 
width. The river joins with the Black 
River, and from the junction to the 
sound, about· 12 miles away, the river is 
known then as the Duwamish River. 
The property on .the lower Duwamish is 
prospective industrial-site property for 
the city of Seattle. 
. The two most recent and disastrous 
floods occurred in 1933 and 1946 inun
dating approximately 13,000 acres and 
12,000 acres, respectively. The esti
mated damages from the 1933 and 1946 
floods are estimated at about $1, 750,000 
and $1,350,000, respectively, on the basis 
of 1947 prices. These damages include 
both damage to valuable agricultural and 
to urban areas, floodwaters actually 
coming into the city of Kent. Just re
cently we had another flood which, al
though not as severe as the other two, 
did considerable damage. There is al
ways the danger of another. 

This proposed project has been care
fully surveyed and approved by the dis
trict and division engineers of the United 
States Army, the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors, and the Chief of 
Engineers. It also has the approval of 
the Bureau of the Budget. The total 
estimated cost of the dam is $18,300,000, 
of which $2,000,000 will be contributed by 
the State and local governments. The 
1949 Legislature of the State of Washing
ton has appropriated $1,500,000, to be 
made available when the project is au
thorized by Congress and funds appro
priated. The Board of King County 
Commissioners has set aside $500,000, to 
be made available as soon as the project 
is authorized. I am in receipt of a tele
gram from the board of county commis
sioners, which reads as follows: 

County and State are ready financially to 
proceed with Eagle Gorge Dam work. Urgent 

need that this project receive all possible 
attention. 

Without question, Mr. Speaker, the 
dam is urgently needed. · 

The estimated benefits are $893,000 an
nually and include abatement of floods, 
pollution control, and benefit to fish life. 
More particularly, this item is broken 
down in the following manner: $429,000 
from benefits of tangible flood damage; 
$214,000 from increased return from pro
tected agricultural lands; $191,000 from 
increased returns from industrial lands; 
$59,000 from benefit to fish life. 

The annual carrying charge is esti
mated at $823,139. With $2,000,000 of 
the cost being borne by the State and 
county, the total carrying chare-es would 
be $831,628, due to the interest rate of 
3.5 percent applied to non-Federal cost. 
Maintenance and operation are esti
mated at $80,000 annually. 

I urge favorable action upon this proj
ect, which is of tremendous concern and 
importance to the people in the area 
a:ffected. 

Mr. HAGEN. Mr. Sp8aker, I am grate
ful to the members of the conference 
committee, both on the H9use and Sen
ate side, for their agreement on the full 
$8,000,000 authorfaation for the com
pletion of the plan approved in the Flood 
Control Act of June 30, 1948, for the 
Red River of the North Basin. 

We have recently had a tremendous 
amount of flood damage both in Minne
sota and North Dakota in the Red River 
of the North drainage basin and it is now 
more necessary than ever to expedite 
the surveys and develop the various proj
ects which are included in the compre
hensive plan so that these damaging 
floods will not recur each spring. 

I certainly will support this conference 
report as I believe projects of this kind 
benefit the people of the area and in the 
long run return dividends to the United. 
States Treasury. 

I am of course happy that the bill in
cludes my own suggested legislation call
ing for an examination and survey for 
flood control and allied purposes, includ
ing final and major drainage improve
ments under the direction of the Corps 
of Engineers for the following streams 
in northwestern Minnesota: Mud River, 
Thief River, Moose River, Lost River, 
Snake River, Tamarac River, Two River, 
Big Joe River, and Little Joe River, trib
utaries of the Red River of the North. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, this is the time of year when 
the columnist and commentator declare 
'open season on the omnibus river and 
harbor and flood-control bill by declar
ing it a pork-barrel measure. The in
ference is that most of the projects in 
the bill are there not because they do 
anyone any good except the Congress. 

Not all and, I believe, very few of the 
projects in the bill are what can be called 
pork. 

Let us examine a project in my own 
district as to whether it is a pork barrel 
or a worthy, needed undertaking. 

The project to which I refer calls for 
the expenditure of $16,000,000 to pro
vide flood protection for the lower side 
of the Columbia River and to protect 



6278 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 3 
some 8 miles of r~ver bank from being 
eroded. . 

Now, $16,000,000 is, I suspect,. a large 
sum of money. However, the floods in 
this area of 2 years ago cost property 
damage estimated by the Army engineers 
at $104,000,000 and 50 lives. The $16,-
000,000 that this bill carried for flood .. 
protection measures in this area will 
prevent the possibility of a repetition 
of this disaster. 

If we do not build these $16,000,000 
of dil{es, we J;Xiay save that money, but, 
if a flood comes, we may suffer the loss 
of another $104,000,000 of property. 
The spending of $16,000,000 on these 
dil{eS, it seems to me, is good insurance 
and in the long run is less expensive than 
taking the chance of suffering the dan
ger and damage of another great flood. 

In short, we will pay for these dikes 
whether we build them or not. If we 
build them, we will be spending $16,-
000,000, but if we do not build them, we 
may lose $104,000,000 as the result of 
flood damage. 

The total amount carried as estimates 
on the cost of projects in this bill are ap
proximately $1,600,000,000. Many will 
think Congress is spending that much 
money on river and harbor projects at 
this one time. 

That is not the case. The projects au
thorized in this bill will not be construct
ed in any one year. Their construction 
will extend over several years or many 
years. 

This is not an appropriation bill. It 
does not appropriate funds for any proj
ect. It merely states in effect that the 
projects in this bill are, in the opinion of 
the committees and of Congress, worthy 
to be constructed at some future time. 

The Appropriations Committee later 
will determine which of these projects 
shall be started and when, and how many 
years it will require to complete any 
project in this bill. 

Some of these projects will be started 
next year, no doubt, these being of an 
emergency nature. Others of the proj
ects in this bill may not be undertaken 
for years. 
· This bill merely places the projects in 
it on the advance planning board for use 
when the Government has the available 
funds to undertake their construction. 
. Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman· from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RicHJ. 

Mr. ~!CH. Mr. Speaker, in reference 
to the discussion which was had between 
me and the gentleman from Mississippi 
relative to building these transmission 
lines and getting into socialism I want 
the gentleman from Mississippi to know 
that I know he is one of the advocates of 
power and while I would like to see a lot 
of power and cheap power I want to see 
more power in the House of Representa
tives to stay away from socialism. If 
you will use your energy to keep this 
country out of socialism as much as you 
are to try to get power you will be doing 
this country a great service. I want to 
say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that in the Southwest you are distribut
ing power from these transmission lines 
through these cooperatives and these co
operatives are not paying any taxes to 

the Government. If that is -not social
ism or the next thing to it, why, then I do 
not know anything about socialism. 
What we have to do is to stop it. I 
want you to help to stop it. _That is 
what I want to impress on you right now. 
The Members of Congress should remem
ber that we have about $11,000,000,000 of 
work now in progress on rivers and har
bors and $13,000,000,000 worth of fiood
control work approved by Congress. 
This bill has been 8,pproved by the Con
gress. You have the Army engineers 
trying to help this country getting these 
flood-control projects ready. They have 
$20,000,000,000 worth of work on the 
drafting boards approved by the Army 
engineers. That is a total of $44,000,-
000,000. You cannot do this work all at 
one time. It must be distributed over a 
period of · years. Years, I say, many 
years. Nobody knows that better than 
the gentleman from Mississippi, or we go 
broke. Yes, bankrupt. Be wise and 
_economize. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentle
man is just mistaken to the extent of 
about $40,000,000,000, that is all. 

Mr. RICH. Forty-four billion dollars, 
and forty-four billion dollars to me is a 
whale of a lot of money but to some peo- -
ple it does not seem to be too much. You 
must stop going in the red. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ROOSEVELT]' and at the 
same time wish to state that there is 
nothing about power transmission in 
this bill. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, yes
terday President Truman submitted to 
the Senate for its ratification, a treaty 
between the United States and Canada 
covering the uses of the waters of the 
Niagara River. To implement this treaty, 
Senator HERBERT H. LEHMAN and I are 
today jointly introducing the Niagara 
Redevelopment Act of 1950. The first 
objective of the treaty, and our joint pro
posal, is to maintain Niagara Falls as a 
majestic American scenic spectacle. For 
generations the Falls have been a sym
bol for the whole Nation of the lavish
ness with which God endowed our coun
try. It is estimated that about 1,000,000 
people visit Niagara Falls each year; that 
is tribute enough to how much the Falls 
mean to Americans. 

For some years, however, the scenic 
grandeur of Niagara has been imperiled. 
Uncontrolled erosion and uneven pres
sure of the turbulent waters has seriously 
threatened the crestline of the Falls. 
The treaty submitted by the President 
yesterday was negotiated primarily to fix 
permanently the spectacular grandeur 
that is Niagara Falls. Provision is made 
in the treaty. for restoration of the Falls 
where erosion has damaged the crestline, 
so that the slow transformation of the 
Falls into a mere cascade can be stop
ped. Specific arrangements are provided! 
in the treaty for guaranteeing the mini
mum amount of water that will roar over 
the Falls, and for building works to rem
edy the damage that is being done to the 
Falls. 

If the sole con-sequence of this treaty, 
and our implementing bill, was to pre
serve the Niagara as an historic Amer-

ican institution, they .would certainly ·be 
· worthwhil-e. But far more is involved. 
As a·result of the division of the .water 
resources, we will have a greater oppor
tunity to expand prodigiously the electric 
energy available iri New York and the 
States which surround it. So much 
power potential . exists in the Niagara 
that it staggers the imagination. Gen
eration of 1,330,000 kilowatts of electrical 
power will be made possible on the 
United States side alone . . Every·year, the 
Niagara- if properly redeveloped-can 
yield 7,900,000 kilowatt-hours of new 
electrical energy, In magnitude, the 
Niagara power development proposed 
· here would rank second only to the 
Grand Coulee in power generation ca
pacity, and would just about equal it in 
the energy produced. 

Such a vast increase in available elec
trical energy will naturally be of great 
concern to many interested parties. The 
interests of these parties must be recon
ciled so that the greatest public benefit 
results. In the State of New York alone, 
there are 3,800,000 consu.mers of residen
tial electric service, 667 ,000 commercial 
users, and 22,000 industrial clients. All 
of these-and their neighbors across the 
State lines-will be affected by how much 
power is generated, how it is distributed, 
by whom, and how much it costs. A re
view of the section-by-section analysis of 
the bill will indicate how we propose to 
protect the legitimate inter.;st of the 
various governments involved-and 
above all, of the people to whom this 
great resource belongs. 

It is unthinkable that a development 
of public resources of this size should be 
·made for the primary benefit of any 
profit-making individuals or groups. 
Yet there is not, at the moment, any pub· 
lie body authorized to develop the proj
ect. As of now, the Federal Power Com
mission is . the only public agency with 
·authority to grant licenses to private 
individuals or groups. 
: The bil~ which I .am introducing puts 
the whole development question squarely 
:UP to the government of the State of New 
York. If New York cannot come to an 
appropriate agreement with the Federal 
Government for public development of 
the. Niagara, then the Federal Govern
ment will act. In fact, the bill goes a 
little further than that. It authorizes 
the Corps of Engineers to begin construc
tion at the Falls, even before the State of 
New York acts. The State of New York 
may then signify its willingness to as. 
slime responsibility for its operation, 
with guaranties for the rights of others. 

Public development of the power at 
Niagara will mean the accomplishment 
of a goal that has been a New York State 
tradition since the beginning of this 
century. Again and again, the State's 
leaders-Democrats and Republicans 
alike-have called for public develop
ment. Here are some typical expres
sions of opinlon. 

Charles Evans Hughes, Governor of 
New York, 1907-:-10: 

It is well to consider the great value of the 
undeveloped water powers * * * under 
State control. They should be preserved and 
held for the benefit of all the people and 
should not be surrendered to private inter
ests. It would be difficult to exaggerate the 
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advantages which may ultimately accrue 
from these great resources of power if the 
common right is duly safeguarded. (Annual 
message to the legislature, January 2, 1907.) 

These great natural sources of power 
should not only be developed in a manner 
which the State alone can make possible, but 
should be held for the benefit of the people 
under conditions which will insure the pro
tection of the common right and fair return 
for privileges granted. (Annual message to 
the legislature, January 6, 1909.) 

Theodore Roosevelt, Governor of New 
York, 1899-1900: 

You have in this section a most valuable 
asset in your natural water power. You 
have elected too many men in the past who 
have taken what belongs to the Nation. 
Coal and oil barons cannot compare to water
power barons. Do not let them get a monop
oly on what belongs to this State. • • • 
Do not give up your water power for a prom
ise of quick development. We are poor citi
zens if we allow the things worth most to 
get into the hands of a few. (Address at 
Watertown, N. Y., October 10, 1914.) 

Alfred E. Smith, Governor of New 
York, 1919-20; 1923-28: 

"The cost of energy developed from falling 
water is determined very largely by the cost 
of the capital employed 1n the development. 
A public corporation such as you propose, 
whose securities would be exempt from tax
ation under the Federal law and the State 
law, should produce, if properly set up, the 
required money substantially cheaper than 
a private corporation could obtain it." 

The authority for this statement also made 
the following statement: . 

"I see no objection, but on the contrary, I 
can see some advantages, to the development 
of the great water powers on the St. Lawrence 
and in the gorge of the Niagara by a public 
corporation rather than by a private corpora
tion, and to the ownership of all lands, water 
rights, flowage, dams, powerhouses, and 
structures by such a public corporation." 

The author of the statement above is 
Owen D. Young, chairman of the board of 
directors of the General Electric Co. • • • 

There is only one issue at stake and it is 
this: Shall the State of New York, through 
a corporation of its own creation develop 
these great water-power resources for the 
benefit of all the people of the State or shall 
it give a license for a long term of years to 
a private corporation to develop for their 
own purposes? • • • 

such a public corporation is just as capa
ble of carrying on the developments as a 
private one. It can hire the same brains 
and engineering ability that a private cor
poration can hire. It can float its securities 
against the earning power of the development 
a great deal cheaper than the private com
pany can. Nothing stands in its way but 
the desire of a small group of men, power
ful and infiuential, to retain for themselves 
and the private interests that they represent, 
the right to own and control these great wa
ter-power resources. • • • (The) legis- . 
lat ure should adhere to a policy long ago 
suggested and once adopted, to develop these 
wat er powers by the State itself for the bene
fit of all the people as against private de
velopment for the benefit of the few. (Pub
lic statement, Alb9'11Y· February 27, 1926.) 

Franklin D. Roosevelt, Governor of 
New York, 1929-32: 

In the brief time that I have been speak
ing to you, there has run to waste on their 
paths toward the sea, enough power from our 
rivers to have turned the wheels of a thou
sand factories, to have lit a million farmers' 
homes-power which nature has supplied 
us through the gift of God. It is intolerable 
that the utilization of this stupendous heri
tage should be longer delayed by petty squab
bles and partisan dispute. Time will not 

solve the problem; it will be more difilcult as 
time goes on to reach a fair conclusion. It 
must be solved now. 

I should like to state clearly the outstand
ing features of the problem itself. First, it 
is agreed, I think, that the waterpower of 
the State should belong to all the people. 
There was, perhaps, some excuse for careless 
legislative gift of power sites in the days 
when it was of no seemingly great impor
tance. There can be no such excuse now. 
The title to this power must vest forever in 
the people of this State. No commission, no, 
not the legislature itself has any right to 
give, for any consideration whatever, a sin
gle potential kilowatt in virtual perpetuity 
to any person or corporation whatsoever. 
The legislature in this matter ls but the 
trustee of the people, and it is their solemn 
duty to administer such heritage so as most 
greatly to benefit the whole people. On this 
point there can be no dispute. (Inaugural 
address, Albany, January l, 1929.) 

HERBERT H. LEHMAN, Governor of New 
York, 1933-42: 

And this brings me to speak of another 
great power resource the State possesses in 
the !alls of the Niagara River. There the 
potentialities are comparable to those of 
the St. Lawrence. I hope to see a public 
development of the latent power resources 
of Niagara so that the people of the State, 
whether in New York City, Buffalo, Bing
hamton, Albany, or on the !arms, may par
ticipate in its benefits as well as those of 

· the St. Lawrence. 
Both of these great water powers belong 

to the people of the State and must be pro
tected. I have on two former occasions rec
ommended a constitutional amendment, de
signed to write into the State constitution 
the safeguard that the water-power resources 
owned by the State shall forever remain in
alienable for the use of the people and not 
of private utility companies. I again rec
ommend the adoption of this amendment 
to the constitution. (Special message to the 
legislature, January 14, 1941.) 

Thomas E. Dewey, Governor of New 
York ·since 1943: 

I have always strongly advocated the de
velopment of the power resources of the 
State by government, for the benefit of all 
the people and not for any private monopoly. 
(Public statement, Watertown, October 10, 
1942.) . 

There are many, many more similar 
statements on the record. They leave 
no doubt about the long-standing al
most universal commitment in New 
York State to public development. ·Pub
lic development will be pr-actical as well 
as principled. With the credit of the 
people of New York State behind them, 
the interest charges on money for con
struction-a major factor in hydroelec
tric costs-will be practically cut in half. 
If the State of New York takes these 
works over-and I sincerely hope they 
do-they can finance the cost through 
private investment channels, and reim
burse the Federal Government for any 
outlay, Should the State fail to exercise 
option we propose Congress to extend it; 
then it seems to me that Congress itself 
should set up an instrumentality to per
mit the Treasury to be .reimbursed for 
the capital outlay by refinancing through 
private channels. 

Right at the outset, ~ want to warn 
against the possible misrepresentations 
of this proposal by selfish, vested inter
ests. We are not advocating nationali
zation of the electric power industry. 
Neither the Federal nor the State Gov-

ernments are in the business of retan-
1ng electricity. ·I am not advocating that 
they go into that business. What I am 
advocating is that· the State or Federal 
Government be permitted to develop this 
great natural resource for the benefit of 
the people-all of them_:_to whom it be
longs. The power produced can then 
be sold wholesale, with transmission to 
the load centers, to private companies, 
provided that preference goes to munici
palities and nonprofit cooperatives. 
This is being done in many other parts 
of the country, and is completely consis
tent with our country's long-established 
power policy. 

The enactment of this bill will be the 
first step in meeting a power deficiency 
in New York and the adjacent States. 
This deficiency caused grave concern 
during the war to our military and war
production leadership. Just a few days 
ago, continuing concern was expressed 
by the Secretary of the Army, Frank 

· Pace, Jr., about this situation. before the 
House Committee on Public Works. 

There ls a great advantage-

Said the Secretary of the Army-
tn having for national-defense purposes the 
large source of cheap, dependable power 
which would result if the project were com
pleted. Specifically, it would be of material 
benefit in the production of strategically im
portant aluminum. 

He was testifying on the St. Lawrence 
River proposal, but his words obviously 
apply with equal force to the Niagara. 

Just as this deficiency is inexcusable 
with respect to our national defense, it 
is inexcusable with respect to our econ
omy. New York, and the region of which 
it is a part, have not kept pace with the 
expansion of power achieved by the rest 
of the country since 1920. Using 1900 as 
the base year <index 100), the Federal 
Power Commission reports that the na
tional production of energy had gone to 
717.4 by 1948. The New England States 
had gone to only 550.6; the Middle At
lantic States to only 585; New York 
lags in having reached an index rating 
of only 482.3. 

Every responsible expert body has ex
pressed complete confidence that the new 
energy created at the Niagara could be 
absorbed by the area in very short order. 
This has been generally true throughout 
the country. The late Senator George 
Norris is quoted as having said: 

Wherever in this world an abundance of 
low-cost power bas been developed, its very 
existence has immediately created a 
shortage. 

The additional energy from Niagara 
would be absorbed by the farms, f ac
tories, and homes as a blotter absorbs 
ink. In 1948, New ·Yark was near the 
. bottom of the list of States in the aver
age amount of residential electricity used 
by its homes. The Empire State ranked 
forty-first in the list of States. It ranked 
forty-second in terms of the average 
cost of residential electricity; only six 
States had higher rates for home users. 
Public development of the Niagara 
would expand the power available, and 
would almost surely cut the costs to busi
ness, home, and farm users substantially. 

It is impossible to forecast exactly what 
the rate reductions and average use ex
pansions would be. But the Province of 
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Ontario right across the river offers some 
point of comparison, since there has been 
considerable public development_ of 

.hydroelectric power. If we in New York 
had been paying the Ontario rates, we 
would have saved in 1948 alone, $317,-
889,538. About $112,000,000 of this sav
ing would have gone to home users, about 
$51 ,000,000 to industrial users, and about 
$153,000,000 to commercial users . . 

Every home, business, farm, factory, 
and labor union has a dollars-and-cents 
interest in these figures and in the pros
pect of achieving savings like them. Ex
panded markets for consumer goods of 
many kinds would be created. The job 
of finally completing the electrification 
of our farms-more than 90 percent 
done-will be eased. Every day that we 
needlessly lose these great benefits, every 
day that we see them fall into the great 
gorge at the Niagara-damaging the 
falls in the process, must be a day_ of 
·bitterness to those concerned with the 
fruitful use of our national abundance. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. ANGELL] such time as he desires. 

<Mr. ANGELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, as one of 
·the conferees on the part of the House 
on this conference report, I want to ex
press my approval of the statement made 
by the chairman of our committee, Mr. 
WHITTINGTON, and tl).e ranking Republi
can member of the committee, Mr. DON
DERO. First let me join with Mr. DONDERO 
in commending the chairman of the com
mittee, the gentleman from Mississippi, 
for the outstanding public service he has 
perf armed for the Nation down through 
the years as a Member of the House of 
Representatives. I join with my col
league, Mr. DONDERO, in stating that no 
Member of the House during my serv
ice here has been more diligent in his 
duties, more efficient in his work, and 
-more considerate of the members of the 
committee over which he presides than 
has the gentleman from Mississippi. I 
am sure that every Member of the House 
has a deep feeling of regret that his serv
ice in the Congress will be t erminated at 
the end of the Eighty-first Congress and 
that he is voluntarily retiring from pub
lic service. It will be a great loss to his 
district, to the State, and to the Nation. 

The conferees of the House and Sen
ate, as has been said, devoted much time 
to the consideration of the amendments 
to H. R. 5472 which were added in the 
Senate. After long conferences, the 
unanimous agreement was reached in 
which mater ial savings in monetary au
thor izat ions were effected by reason of 
the insistence on the part of the House 
conferees that cuts in some of the au
thorizat ions be made. However, I feel 
certain that no great injury will be done 
to projects where the full amount was 
not allowed. My own projects in Ore
gon shared with other parts of the coun
try in taking cuts in these authorizations. 
It should be remembered, of course, that 
this is an authorization bill and no part 
of the authorization in the bill can be 
expended until Congress by appropria
tions passes upon each individual proj-

ect. It should be said also that the con
ferees followed a uniform rule to with
holcj approval of any project that had 
not been approved by the Corps of Army 
Engineers and the Bureau of the Budget, 
with one or two exceptions where spe
cial circumstap.ces justified such ap
proval. A major portion 'covers in
creases in existing appropriations or au
thorizations. It should also be pointed 
out that while this bill in the aggregate 
authorizes a large appropriation, nearly 
a billion and one-half dollars, it covers 
a long-range program extending for 
3· years or more in the monetr.ry appro
priations allowed and also covers at least 
2 years in the past for which authoriza
tions have been provided. As a result, 
it covers 5 years in monetary authoriza
tions, and the total amount allowed is 
not disproportionate to the annual ap
propriations that have been made in the 
past for the combined projects under 
rivers and harbors and flood control. 

The managers on the part of the 
House at the conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
H. R. 5472, recommended: 

Title I of the bill, rivers and harbors, 
as it passed the House carried authoriza
tions for 65 projects in the amount of 
$119,469,975. The Sen.ate by amend
ments added 29 navigation projects cost
ing $108,903,150, making a grand total 
of $228,373,125 for rivers and harbors. 
The navigation projects added by the 
Senate were based on reports which were 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers 
but were not submitted to Congress in 
time for consideration by the House 
committee, as shown by the Senate hear
ings, before the bill was reported to the 
House. The conferees feel that they 
-should now be included, since they have 
been submitted to Congress and heard 
and considered by the Senate committee. 

Title II of the bill, flood control, as 
it passed the ·House carried authoriza
tions for 22 new flood-control projects 

and for 18 modifications of authorized 
projects in a total amount of $998,116,-
200. The Senate, by amendments, added 
18 projects and modified or extended 6 
projects contained in the House bill in a 
total amount of $366,384,000, which in
cludes $30,179,000 for reclamation work 

. on the Rio Grande, making a grand total 
ef $1 ,334,321,200 for flood control. The 
new flood-control projects added by the 
Senate were, as in title I , based on re
ports which were recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers, but were not sub
mitted to Congress in time for considera
tion by the House committee, as shown 
l;>Y tl~e Senate hearings, before the bill 
was reported to the House. _ As in con-

-nection with title I the conferees agree 
that these new projects should now be 
included since they have been submitted 
to Congress and heard and considered by 
the Senate committee. 

The results of the conference are as 
follows: 

For rivers and harbors the. total addi
tional amounts of $108,903,150, as passed 
by the Senate, were reduced by ·agree
ment among the conferees by $24,650,000, 
_representing reductions in authoriza
tions for the Ouachita and Arkansas 
Rivers. The total additional amount for 
rivers and harbors, therefore, included 
by the Senate and agreed to in confer-

. ence, is $84,253,150. 
With respect to flood control, the total 

additional amounts added by the Senate 
of $366,384,000 of which $30,179,000-is for 
work to be prosecuted by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. were reduced by $84,630,-
000, representing reductions in author
izations for the Savannah River Basin 
and the Columbia River Basin including 
the Willamette River Basin. The total 
additional amount, therefore, added by 
the Senate and agreed to in conference, 
for flood cont rol, is $251 ,575,000. 
. The totals in the bill as recommended 
by the conferees covering titles I and II 
only with the reductions effected by the 
conferees are as follows: 

Action of conferees on H. R. 5472 

RIVERS AND HARBORS-TITLE I 

n~~da~~a~~~~t~~-~~~~~==========================================.== = = == =============== = $m: ~~: ~~~ 
. Total House and Senate __ ------------ - ------- ------------------- --- ------------------ - $228, 373, 125 
Reductions made by conferees: . -

Ouachita R~ver (from $36,950,000 to $21,300,000) _______________ _______________________ $15, 650, 000 
.Arkansas Rive! (from $89,000,000 to $80,000,000) •.. ___________________________________ 9, 000, 000 

24, 650,000 

Total river and harbor as reported from conference _____ : ____ ______ _________________________ ~ --- - 203, 723, 125 

FLOOD CONTROL--TITLE II 

T otal as passed by House_ ___ _____ ___ __ ___ ___ _____ ______ ____ ____ ____ ___ ____ ________ $998, 116 200 
Added by Senate (includes $30,1 79,000 for reclamation work on Rio Grande) _------====== 366, 384; 000 

T_otal House and Senate -------- - - - ------- - ----------~ -------------------- - ---------- -- - -------- 1 364 500 200 
Reductions made by conferees: ' ' ' 

Hartwell Reservoir (from $68,377,000 to $50,000,000) _ •• • ------ - ---- ----------------- -- $18, 377, 000 
Columbia River Basin (following items added by Senate were deleted by confllrees): 

Modification of Fern Ridge Dam, Oreg __ ___ ___________ ____________ ___ $13.3, 000 
Willamette River supplemental levees and overflow channel enclosures 

(no effect on monetary authorizations) ___ ____________________ ______ _ 
Hepner Dam and downstream channel improvements, Willow Creek, 

Oreg _______________ _________________ ------ ______ -- ---- -______________ 3, 771 , 000 
Harbors at 21 locations, Oregon, Washington, Idaho__ ______ _____ _____ 2, 300, 000 
Local fl9od _Protection proje~ts r~duced from $28,000,000 to $15,ooo,ooo__ 13, 000, ooo 
Reduction m general author1zat1on _________ _____ ___ ______ ____________ 47, 049, 000 

Total reductions in Columbia River Basin ($141,253,000 to $75,000,000) _______ __ 66, 253, 000 

Total reductions by conferees . --- - - - - -------- - -------- - ----- - - -- ---- - - - --- ----- -- - --- - - - -~- - 84, 630, 000 

Total flood control as reported from conference (includes $30,179,000 for reclamation work on 
Rio Grande)- -- ------------------ --------------------- ----- -- ----- --- - __ __ __ --- ----- -- -- -- 1, 279, 870, 200 

_ Total title I and ti tle IL- - - ------- --- - --- - ------- -- - ------ ~ ------ ---- - ---------- - --- - --- 1, 483, 593, 3'l!; 
·Total excludmg $30,179,000 for reclamation work on Rio Grande .. 0-- ------ --- --------- ---- ------------- 1, 456, 414, 325 
Total reductions by conferees-title I and title IL------------------·------------------ --- -- ----------- 109, 2&), 000 
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This omnibus authorization bill, H. R. 

5472, for rivers and harbors and :flood 
control covers the entire United States. 
I am particularly interested in it as it in
volves the great natural resources of the 
Columbia River Basin. As a member of 
the Public Works Committee which ap
proved this bill in the House in the last 
session and by reason of being ranking 
member on the Flood Control Subcom-

. mittee, I was appointed by the Speaker 
as one of the conferees to consider the 
disagreeing votes between the House and 
the Senate on this bill. 

There is included in the House bill a 
number of essential projects not-only for 
the development of our natural resources 
in the Pacific Northwest area but.also for 
fiood control. These included the Albeni 
Falls Dam on the Columbia River in 

. Idaho, which will firm up power in 
Bonneville and Grand Coulee and be the 
most available project for early comple-

. tion to help meet the power shortage in 
the Portland area. The House bill also 
contained $40,000,000 additional authori
zation for the Willamette Basin projects, 
authorization for the Johnson Creek 
project in the Portland area, levees on 
the Willamette River to protect Portland, 
at an estimated cost of $14,722,000,000; 
lower Columbia bank protection and 
modification of levees along the lower 
Columbia, aggregating $22,595,000. The 
total for Columbia River projects as the 
bill passed the House amounts to $107,-
997,000. These items were unchanged by 
the Senate. 

At the time the House bill was reported 
out of committee, the comprehensive 308 
report had not been released by the 
Budget Bureau and therefore the House 
was unable to consider the projects con
tained in it. However, when the Public 
Works Committee of the Senate consid
ered the bill recently this report had 
been released and the Senate included a 
number of additional projects in the 
Columbia River area, including the Wil
lamette River. There were projects in 
disagreement considered by the con
ferees. The conferees approved all of 
these· projects which had been approved 
by the Corps of Army Engineers and the 
Bureau of the Budget. They cover with 
a few exceptions all of the projects in the 
Columbia River Basin and Willamette 
River Basin which were to be constructed 
by the Army engineers and which were 
included in the comprehensive 308 re
port, providing for the long-range de
velopment of tJ:ie resources of the Co
lumbia River Basin. In addition to the 
approval of the projects themselves 
there was approved a monetary authori
zation for partial construction and for 
planning, the sum of $75,000,000. This · 
sum was a reduction from the amount 
authorized in the Senate ~mendments, 
but was in keeping with reductions made 
in other projects in the bill in order to 
bring the total amount of the bill to a 
minimum in monetary authorizations. 
The Army engineers advised me that this 
reduction in monetary authorizations 
will not militate against our interests 
in these developments. They are long
range developments extending over a 
number of years and additional authori-

-za tions can be made from time to time as 

needed as the over-all program is de
veloped by the Army engineers. 

The authorizations in the Columbia 
and Willamette River areas added by the 
Senate and now approved by the confer
ees are as follows: 

Power facilities at Lool:out Point Dam, 
middle fork of the Willamette River. 

Hills Creek Dam, middle -fork of the 
Willamette River. 

Dexter reregulating dam, middle fork, 
· Willamette River. 

Waldo Lake Tunnel and regulating 
works, middle-north fork, Willamette 
River. 

F!all Creek Dam, Fall Creek, middle 
fork, Willamette River. 

Holley Dam, Calapooya River. 
Willamette Falls fish ladder, Willam

ette River. 
Willamette River channel improve

ments, bank protection works, ·and chan
nel clearing and snagging. 

Libby Dam, Kootenai River, Mont . 
Priest Rapids Dam, Columbia River, 

Wash. 
John Day Dam, Columbia River, Wash. 

and Oreg. 
-The Dalles Dam, Columbia River, 

Wash. and Oreg. 
Local fiood-protection project at Pen

. dleton, and Jackson Hole, Wyo. 
Local fiood-protection projects in the -

Columbia River Basin, Mont., Wyo., 
Utah, Nev., Idaho, Oreg., and Wash., pro
vided that with respect to these local 
:flood-protection projects the following 
conditions shall apply: 

First. Not to exceed $15,000,000 of this 
authorization shall be available for these 
local fiood-protection projects. 

Second. All of the local :flood-protec
tion projects undertaken pursuant to 
this item shall be economically justified 
prior to construction. 

Third. Local cooperation specified in 
the fiood-control act approved June 22, 
1936, as amended, shall be required. 

During the 12 years I have served Ore
gon here in the Congress I have devoted 
a major portion-of my time to the de
velopment, conservation, and utilization 
of the great natural resources of the Co
lumbia River Basin, particularly as they 
appertain to power development, navi
gation; reclamation, and water utiliza
tion. The Columbia River, the second 
greatest in the United States ·and the 
greatest . in power . potentialities, is the 
cornerstone of the economy of the whole 
Northwest area. Its full development 
and utilization not only means success 
to industries in providing pay rolls, but 
also is a great boon to agricultural de
velopment and land utilization. Over 
40 percent of the hydroelectric power of 
our Nation is bottled up in this great 
river and only about 10 percent of it has 
been developed thus far: These authori
zations in this bill cover projects which, 
when constructed, will put the Northwest 
in the forefront of hydro-power develop
ment. It should not be overlooked that 

. these great power developments are self
sustaining and every dollar with interest 
invested in them by the Federal Govern
ment is repaid in full. In fact, Bonne
ville is 10 years ahead of schedule in its 
repayment programs. The Federal Gov
ernment should spend more money on 

these projects which pay their own way 
.and curtail expenditures in many of the 
activities which it has been carrying on 
of doubtful worth and which make no re-

. turns t6 the Federal Government. 
Mr. Speaker, I am a sincere advocate 

of economy in Federal expenditures and 
believe that we should cut out every ex-

. penditure which is not essential for the 
best interests of our country at this 
critical time. However, I do feel that it 
would be a grievous mistake to fail to 
make adequate appropriations for the 
conservation, deve1opment, and utiliza
tion of the great natural resources of 
our Nation upon which the very economy 
of our country depends. · Unless we uti
lize these resources to the greatest eco
nomical extent we will not be able to 
meet our commitments at home and 
abroad and meet the ever-tncreasing 
financial obligations resting upon the 
Federal Government. For that reason I 
sincerely urge the approval of this con
ference report so that these great in
ternal improvements in our country may 
be carried forward efficiently and expedi
tiously in order to maintain the economy 
of the Nation. Many of the projects, 
particularly those involving hydroelec
tric power, are self-liquidating and in the 
long run will repay the Federal Govern
ment all the moneys expended thereon. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. VURSELL]. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I well 
recall last fall, in the first session of the 
Congress, when we had given considera
tion to this :flood-control bill and had 
taken a wide range of testimony, then 
we drafted the bill. After we drafted 
the bill, the illustrious chairman of this 
committee will recall that we then went 
into executive session again, and we at
tempted to reduce, in every paragraph of 
this bill, every dollar that could possibly 
be cut out of it. That is exactly what we 

. did. We reduced it by many mill:kms. 
Then it went to the Senate. It has re
cently been acted upon by the Senate and 
is now before the House on a conference 
report. It is true the Senate added some 
few million dollars, because they were 
not able to get their testimony in earlier, 
but the entire, over-all bill at the present 
time amounts to a little less than $1,-
500,000,0-00. Naturally, we would like to 
make some reductions that were written 
in by the other body, but it is the con
sensus of the leadership, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO], and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHIT
INGTON] that it would be futile to make 
these reductions and send it back to the 
Senate because they would put the 
amount back and we would have the bill 
in conference again. But when you con
sider this is spread over a 3-year period, 
we would be spending about $500,000,000 
a year to protect the cities and towns and 
villages and the rich farm land in the 
valleys in the entire Nation, it is cer
tainly an investment that will pay off 
in big dividends. 

If we do not pass this bill, we give no 
relief to our people at home. Do you 
know we are probably spending, through 
the ECA in other countries over the 
world, for flood control, industrialization 
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of plants, and so forth, amounts running 
to over a billion dollars a year. Here we 
are asking for :flood control for this great 
country of ours only about $500,000,000 
a year, when you consider it is spread 
over a 3-year period. Let us do this 
much for our own people in protecting 
our own resources. We had better do 
this and cut down on ·our overseas 
spending. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. VURSELL] has 
expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. WHITE] . 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, 
it is with considerable apprehension that 
I find that in the final draft of the.flood
control bill, as embodied in the provi
sions of the conference report, the ap
propriation for the revetments and flood 
protection at Bonner's Ferry, Idaho, have 
been left out. That means that if we 
do not build the Libby Dam first and 
protect the extensive areas behind the 
levees in the diking districts of the 
Kootenai Valley at Bonner's Ferry, by 
striking out that appropriation, that 
country will be left to the mercy of the 
floods of Kootenai River. We must 
build the Libby Dam first, to take care 
of and protect the rich farming land in 
that valley. 

I hope some subsequent appropriation 
will be made to take care of Bonner~s 
Ferry and the Kootenai Valley district, 
since they have been left out of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Idaho has expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GAvrnJ. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take this opportunity to express my sin
cere regrets that our very distinguished 
and able friend the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON] will not be a 
candidate again for Congress. As chair
man of the Public Works Committee he 
will be greatly missed. His long years 
of experience in the Congress, particu
larly on rivers and harbors, eminently 
qualified him for the chairmanship of 
this great committee. He has been a 
willing servant of public duty, consci
entiously performing his work with 
energy and resourcefulness on all public 
matters that were before him. 

Over the years he has turned in a 
remarkable performance of which he 
can well be proud. He has been fair and 
square and tolerant and patient with us 
on all of the many problems that have 
been presented to him. His work has 
won for him the hearty commendations, 
respect, and admiration of the member
ship of both sides of the aisle. He is an 
outstanding American and I regret that 
he is leaving the Congress of the United 
States. 

Now I want to say a word to my good 
friend, the gentleman f roin Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKINJ. I might tell the very 
distinguished gentleman that if he will 
look after his own State of Mississippi, 
we who represent Pennsylvania, will look 
after the affairs.o~ Pennsylvania. · Penri
sylvaIµa is a ·great .state of 10,000,000 

people, a State that sent 1,400,000 men 
and women into the last World War, a 
State that produced some 30 to 35 per
cent of the war materials, a State that 
has a magnificent record. Nature has 
blessed Pennsylvania with great natural 
resources-coal, oil and gas. We are 
the leading steel-producing State in the 
Nation and we have built a great system 
of highways, waterways, and railways. 
We have the finest workmen in the 
world. We are one of the leading agri
cultural States in the Union. All these 
factors combine to make ·our State the 
industrial titan of America. This great 
State of ours built soundly and well on 
the foundation of free enterprise-the 
American way. 

Pennsylvania pays into the Federal 
Treasury approximately 10 ·percent.of all 
the taxes collected by the Federal Gov
ernment. So if the TV A, about which 
the gentleman is talking, cost $800,000,-
000, Pennsylvania has contributed_ $80,-
000,000 to make possible the development 
of the TVA to produce cheap power for 
the industrial rehabilitation and protec
tion of the Tennessee Valley. Instead of 
being critical of the great State of Penn
sylvania, which I am proud and honored 
to represent, I think the gentleman from 
Mississippi should be paying tribute to 
us as a great State because without our 
energy, industry, and resourcefulness, 
and without our great natural resources 
and without our tremendous contribu
tion to the Federal Treasury TV A would 
not have been possible. 

Mr. REES. Mr. Speaker, I regret that 
I shall find it necessary to vote against 
this conference report on rivers and har
bors and :flood control. It amounts, ac
cording tQ figures submitted, to $1 ,538,-
044,325, of which $228,300,000 is for rivers 
and harbors, and $1,334,000,000 for :flood 
control. 

I do not want to be misunderstood. 
I am in favor of :flood control, and I am 
in favor of the improvement of the rivers 
and harbors in this country where it is 
the obligation of the Federal Government 
to appropriate funds for that purpose. 
However, I want to direct your attention 
to this particular bill. · 

As near as I can figure it out, this bill 
has been increased by the Senate to the 
extent of $335,828,150. In other words, 
after the bill was voted by the House it 
went to the other body, where more than 
a third o! a billion dollars was added. 
Not only that, but these items, making 
up $335,000,000, were not even considered 
or debated in the House of Representa
tives- and were not considered by the 
House Committee on Public Works, ex
cept over a period of about 2 days. So 
the situation is this: The House, upon 
the recommendation of the Public Works 
Commfttee, after prolonged hearings were 
held, approved a bill amounting to a 
billion dollars. Then it went to the Sen
ate, where a half billion dollars was 
added, and the House has reduced the 
Senate increase about 30 percent, leav
ing a net increase of $335,000,000 that was 
put in by the Senate and is about to be 
approved by the House without any de
bat~ and_ without hearings in the House 
committee. -

Mr. Speaker, this -is a real "pork barrel'' 
bill. There is something in it for almost 
every area and every section of the coun
try. I wish I had time to read the items 
to you, but you will find them-East,. 
West, North, and South, Middle States, 
and all. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my contention that 
where projects have been started and 
are presently under way, those projects 
should be completed in regular order. 
There may be a few additional projects 
because of critical circumstances that 
ought to be considered, but I call your at
tention to the fact that more than one
half of the amount aliocated under this 
bill is for new .projects of various kinds 
that have not yet been started, and you 
know that when a .. project is once au
thorized and some allocations are made, 
the Federal Government is obligated to 
continue and complete such projects. 
So let no one misunderstand that when 
you vote for this bill today, you are ob
ligating your Government for another 
$1,500,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the time to 
obligate the Federal Treasury and the 
taxpayers of this country for any amount 
more than is absolutely necessary, and 
these authorizations should be made in 
consideration of absolute need and not 
on the basis of the demand for the au
thorization and expenditure of more and. 
more funds. 

I concede that many of these projects 
are worthy and are entitled to every rea
sonable consideration that may be 
granted, but in view of the condition 
of the Federal Treasury, and consider
ing the fact that our expenditures dur
ing the fiscal year will be $6,000,000,000 
more than our revenue, the fair and rea
sonable thing to do is to send this bill 
back to the committee for ·further con
sideration. 

It is not fair, neither is it right, that 
this House should be called upon to au
thorize the expenditure of such a tre
mendous amount of money, a great part 
of which was never debated in the House 
and barely considered by the great House 
Committee on Public Work:s. I know 
it will be said that this only authorizes 
the expenditure of funds, but Members 
of this House know full well that once 
you authorize and obligate your Gov
ernment, you are expected to appropri
ate funds to pay the bill. · This is too 
much money. I shall vote against the 
conference report. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
remind the House that all Members have 
permission to extend their .remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. Having no 
further requests for time, I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the conference report. 
The question was taken; and on a di

vision <demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 101, noes 33. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The f?PEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 
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The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 

the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the· Clerk will call the roll. 

The question ,was ·taken and there 
were-yeas 210, nays 137, not voting 83, 
as follows: . 

[Roll No. 148] 

YEAS-210 
Abernethy Gathings Monroney 
Addonizio Gavin Morris 
Albert Gillette Multer 
Allen, Calif. Golden Murdock 
Allen, Ill. Gore Murphy 
Allen, La. Granahan Murray, Tenn. 
Anderson, Calif. Granger Nicholson 
Angell Green Norblad 
Aspinall Gregory Norrell 
Auchincloss Gross Norton 
Bailey Hagen O'Konskl 
Barden Hale O'Neill 
Baring Hardy O'Sullivan 
Barrett, Pa. Hare Passman 
Barrett, Wyo. Harris Patman 
Bates, Ky. Hart Patten 
Beckworth Havenner Perkins 
Bennett, Mich. Hays, Ark. Peterson 
Bentsen Hebert Philbin 
Bishop Hedrick Phillips, Callt. 
Blaclmey Heffernan Phillips, Tenn. 
Blatnik Herlong Potter 
Boggs, La. Hill Poulson 
Bolton, Md. Hinshaw Preston 
Bonner Hobbs Price 
Bosone Hoeven Priest 
Bramblett Holifield Rankin 
Brooks Holmes Redden 
Brown, Ga. Horan Reed, Ill. 
Bryson Howell Richards 
Buchanan Hull Rivers 
Buckley, Ill. Jackson, Wash. Rodino 
Buckley, N. Y. Jenison Rooney 
Burdick Jensen Roosevelt 
Burnside Johnson Sadowski 
Camp Jones, Mo. Sanborn 
Carnahan Karst Saylor 
Carroll Kearns Scudder 
Case, S. Dalt. Kelley, Pa. Secrest 
Chelf Kelly, N. Y. Sheppard 
Chlperfield Kerr Sikes 
Christopher Kilday Simpson, Ill. 
Colmer King Spence 
Combs Kirwan Staggers 
Cooper Lane Stefan 
Corbett Lanham Stigler 
Cox Larcade Stockman 
Cunningham Lecompte Sullivan 
Curtis Lemke Tackett 
Davenport Lovre Talle 
Davis, Ga. Lucas Thomas 
Davis, Tenn. Lyle Thompson 
D'Ewart Lynch Thornberry 
Dollinger McCormack Tollefson 
Dolliver McDonough Trimble 
Dondero McGuire Vinson 
Donohue McKinnon Vursell 
Doyle McMillan, S. c. Welch 
Eberharter Mack, Wash. Werdel 
Ellsworth Magee White, Idaho 
Engel, Mich. Mansfield Whitten 
Evins Marcantonio Whittington 
Fenton Marsalis Williams 
Fernandez Martin, Iowa Will1s 
Flood Merrow Wilson, Tex. 
Forand Meyer Winstead 
Frazier Michener Withrow 
Fugate Miller, Calif. Wolcott 
Fulton Mills Wood 
Furcolo Mitchell Woodhouse 

Abbitt 
Andersen, 

H. Carl 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Arends 
Bates, Mass. 
Beall 
Biemiller 
Boggs, Del. 
Bolling 
Bolton, Ohio 
Brehm 
Brown, Ohio 
Bulwinkle 
Burleson 
Burton 
Byrnes, Wis. 

NAYS-137 

Canfield 
Cannon 
Case, N.J. 
Cell er 
Chatham 
Chesney 
Clemente 
Clevenger 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole,N. Y. 
Cotton 
coudert 
Crawford 
Dague 
Davis, Wis. 
Delaney 
Doughton 
Durham 

Eaton 
Elston 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fellows 
Fogarty 
Ford 
Garmatz 
Gary 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Graham 
Gwinn 
Hall, 

EdwinArth111 
Halleck 
Hand 
Harrison 

Harvey McCulloch 

!ays,·ohlo McGregor 
~rter Mack, Ill. 
eselton kacy 

Hoffman, Mich. Mahon . 
Hope Marshall 
Huber Martin, Mass. 
Irving Mason 
Jackson, Calif. Miller, Md. 
James Morton 
Javits Murray, Wis. 
Jennings Nelson 
Jonas O'Brien, Ill, 
Jones, N. O. O'Hara, Ill. 
Judd O'Toole 
Karsten Patterson 
Kearney Pickett 
Keating Poage 
Kennedy Polk 
Kilburn Rabaut 
Latham Reed, N. Y. 
LeFevre Rees 
Lesinski Ribicof! 
Lichtenwalter Rich 
Lind Riehlman 
Linehan Rogers, Mass. 
Lodge Sadlak 
McCarthy St. George 
McConnell Sasscer 

ecott, Hardie 
Scott, 

HughD.,J1 • . 
Scrivner · 
Sha.fer 
Simpson, Pa. 
Sims 
Smith, Kana. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Stanley 
Steed 
Taber 
Tauriello 
Teague 
Towe 
Van Zandt 
Vorys 
Wagner 
Walter 
Weichel 
Widnall 
Wier 
Wigglesworth 
Wilson, Okla. 
Wolverton 
Yates 
Young 
Zablocki 

NOT VOTING-83 
Andrews 
Battle 
Bennett, Fla. 
Boykin 
Breen 
Burke 
Byrne, N. Y. 
Carlyle 
Cavalcante 
Chudotr 
Cooley 
Crook 
Crosser 
Davies, N. Y. 
Dawson 
Deane 
DeGrafi'enried 
Denton 
Dingell 
Douglas 
Elliott 
Engle, Calif. 
Fisher 
Gamble 
Gilmer 
Goodwin 
Gossett 
Grant 
Hall, 

Leonard W. 

Harden 
Heller 
Hoffman, Ill. 
Jacobs 
Jenkins 
Jones, Ala. 
Kean 
Kee 
Keefe 
Keogh 
Klein 
Kruse 
Kunkel 
McGrath 
McMillen,·Ill, 
Mcsweeney 
Madden 
Miles 
Miller, Nebr. 
Morgan 
Morrison 
Moulder 
Nixon 
Noland 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Hara., Minn. 
Pace 
Pfeifer, 

JosephL. 

Pfeiffer, 
William L. 

Plumley 
Powell 
Quinn 
Rains 
Ramsay 
Regan 
Rhodes 
Rogers, Fla. 
Saba th 
Shelley 
Short 
Smathers 
Smith, Ohio 

·Sutton 
Taylor 
Underwood 
Velde 
Wadsworth 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
Whitaker 
White, Calif. 
Wickersham 
Wilson, Ind. 
Woodrutr 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The Clerk announced the fallowing 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Smathers for, with Mr. Leonard W. 

Hall against. 
Mr. Wickersham tor, with Mr. William L. 

Pfeiffer against. 
Mr. Klein for, with Mr. Hoffman of Illinoi1 

against. 
Mr. Keogh for, with Mr . . Short against. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer for, with Mr. Smith 

of Ohio against. 
Mr. Heller for, with Mr. Taylor against. 
Mr. Morrison for, with Mr. Kean against. 
Mr. Gilmer for, with Mr. Davies of New 

York against. 

General pairs until further notice: 
Mr. Bennett of Florida with Mr. Goodwin. 
Mr. Rhodes with Mr. Wadsworth. 
Mr. McGrath with Mr. Kunkel. 
Mr. Engle of California with Mr. Nixon. 
Mr. Mcsweeney with Mr. Velde. 
Mr. Burke with Mr. Woodruff. 
Mr. Battle with Mr. Wilson of Indiana. 
Mr. Crook with Mrs. Harden. 
Mr; Madden wlth Mr. ·Jenkins. 
Mr. Dean. with Mr. McMillen of Illinois. 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. Wheeler with Mr. Miller of Nebraska. 
Mr. Whitaker with Mr. Keefe. 
Mr. White of California with Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. BURTON, Mr. HAYS of 
Ohio, Mr. CANNON, Mr. SASSCER, Mr. 
BEALL, Mr. KARSTEN, Mr. JACKSON of Cal
ifornia, and Mr. WAGNER changed their 
votes from "yea" to "nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the Unitel States was commu
nicated to the House by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and 
was _given permission to extend his re
marks in two instances and in each in· 
elude an editorial. 

Mr. CLEVENGER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial. · 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE asked and was given 
permission to extend her remarks and 
include an article. 

Mr. HILL asked and was given permis
sion to exten.d his remarks and include 
certain information. 

Mr. POTTER asked and was given per .. 
mission to extend his remarks and iri· 
elude two newspaper articles. 

Mr. ANGELL asked and was given per .. 
mission to extend his remarks and in· 
elude an address by Alvin Bloch on the 
subject Cargoes and Pacific Northwest 
Power. 

Mr. DONDERO asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in· 
elude a letter. 

Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude .an article. 

Mr. EBERHARTER asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include an editorial appearing in the 
Christian Science Monitor. 

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude an editorial from the Brooklyn 
Eagle. 

Mr. BLATNIK asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances and include two articles. 

Mr. KARST asked and was given per .. 
mission to extend his remarks and in· 
elude an article from the magazine 
Machinists. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances and include extraneous mate
rial. 

Mrs. WOODHOUSE asked and was 
given permission to extend her remarks 
and include two editorials. 

Mr. GORDON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in· 
elude a speech commemorating the one 
hundred and fifty-ninth anniversary of 
the Polish Constitution. 

Mr. BOLLING asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in .. 
elude .an article entitled "Congressional 
Subpena Upon the President." 

Mr. ·GORSKI, Mr. CHESNEY, and Mr. 
ELSTON asked and were given permis· 
sion to extend their remarks. 
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Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks and in
clude a newspaper article. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude a copy of the bill entitled "Niagara 
Redevelopment Act of 1950" and an 
analysis of the bill. 

Mr. SADOWSKI asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in five 
instances and in each include extrane
ous matter. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 1951 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 7786) mak
ing appropriations for the support of the 
Government" for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1951, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the fur
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 7786, 
with Mr. COOPER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
CHAPTER VII. DEPARTMENT OF. THE INTERIOR 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on 
all chapters of the bill has been con
cluded. 

The Clerk will now continue reading 
. the bill for amendments, beginning with 
chapter VII, page 216, line 1. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
WORKING-CAPITAL FUND 

For establishment of a working-capital 
-:fund, to be available without fiscal year limi
tation, for expenses necessary for the mainte
nance and operation of (1) a central repro
duction service; (2) communication serv
ices; (3) a central supply service for station
ery, supplies, equipment, blank forms, and 
miscellaneous materials, for which adequate 
'stocks may be maintained to meet in whole 
or in part requirements of the bureaus and 
offices of the Department in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere; (4) a central 
library service; (5) health services; and (6) 
such other similar service functions as the 
Secretary determines may be performed more 
advantageously on_ a - reimbursable basis; 
$300,000. Said fund shall be reimbursed from 
available funds of bureaus, offices, and agen
cies for which services are performed at 
rates which will return in full all expenses 
of operation, including reserves for accrued 
annual leave and depreciation of equipment. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order against the lan
guage on page 217, lines 4 to 6, begin
ning with the figure "6," and reading as 
follows : 

(6) such other similar service functions as 
the Secretary determines may be performed 
more advantageously on a reimbursable 
basis. 

I ask leave to reserve the point of or
der and to propound a question of the 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman re
serves the point of order. 

Mr. KEATING. Will the chairman of 
the subcommittee or the ranking mi-

nority member of the committee explain 
the purpose of this provision? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. In re
sponse to the inquiry of the gentleman, 
may I say that the purpose of this lan
guage is to centralize the service func
tions within the department of the office 
of the Secretary. It does not involve 
any additional expenditures. Frankly, 
the purpose of it is to save money. 

Mr. KEATING. Has this language 
been carried in previous appropriation 
bills? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The 
identical language has not been carried 
before, but the substance has been very 
much the same. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CONSTRUCTION, SOUTHWESTERN POWER 

ADMINISTRATION 

For construction and acquisition of trans
mission lines, substations, and appurtenant 
facilities, and for administrative expenses 
connected therewith, in .carrying out the 
provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1944 (16 U. S. C. 825s), as applied to 
the southwestern power area, to remain 
available until expended, · $10,350,000, of 
which not to exceed $5;000,000 is for liquida
tion of obligations_ incurred pursuant to au
thority previously granted; and, in addition, 
the Secretary is.authorized to enter intp con
tracts for the_ purposes of this appropriation 
in an amount not to exceed $6,000,000: Pro
vided, That the i~nexpended balances of 
funds appropriated. 'under the head "Con
struction, operation, and maintenance, power 
transmission facilities" in the- Interior De
partment Appropriation Act, 1950, for the 
foregoing purposes shall be transferred to 
and merged with this appropriation. 

Mr . . KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order' against the lan
guage on page 218, starting in line 5, 
reading as follows: "And, in addition, 
the Secretary is .authorized to enter into 
contracts for. the purposes of this appro
priation in an amount not to exceed 
$6,000,000: Provided, That the unex
pended balances of funds appropriated 
under the head 'Construction, opera'i;ion, 
and maintenance, power-transmission 
facilities' in the Interior Department 
'Appropriation Act, 1950, for the forego
ing purposes shall be transferred to and 
merged with this appropriation" on the 
ground it involves legislation on an ap
propriation bill. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman reserve the point of 
order? 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I will 
be glad to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, this 
is the same thing that has been happen
ing around here for several years and 
occurs every time we have reached the 
item covering the Southwestern Power 
Administration. I think every Member 
of the Committee will agree with me 
when I say that the Southwestern Power 
Administration has given one demon
stration in the United States of America 
where the Government and private in
dustry can get along. 

About 2 or 3 years ago the Southwest
ern Power Administration and the De
partment of the Interior made a con
tract with the Texas Power & Light Co. 

for the interchange and the distribution 
of power at this place. It is one contract 
that the Southwestern Power Adminis
tration has lived up to 100 percent and 
that the Texas Power & Light Co. has 
lived up to 100 percent. It has been a 
valuable contract both for the Govern
ment and for the Texas Power & Light 
Co., and neither the Government nor the 
Texas Power & Light Co. would for a 

· moment think of doing away with that 
contract today. 

The Administrator of the Southwest
ern Power Administration sat down with 
the utilities of the State of Oklahoma 
and they have drawn a contract that the 
utilities themselves are very much for 
and that the Southwestern Power Ad
ministration is also for. - That contract 
is on the desk of the Secretary of the In
terior :..1ow. If it is signed the $6,000,000 
provided for in this bill will not be ex
pended because instead of building these 
lines there will be a contract between 
them. 

When this thing first came up for con
sideration here I stood up on the floor 
of this House and said: "I do not believe 

- in the· confiscation of property.'' 
. There is a certain group of people in 
the United States who do not think 
there ought to be any public power. 
There · is another group that does · not 
think there ought to be any private 
power. I do not belong to either group . 
If we are allowed to, we are going to en
deavor to make a satisfactory contract . 
with every power company in that part 
of the country that, as I say, will be 
mutually beneficial to the Government 
and beneficial to the power companies 
. themselves. 

We have nev.er paralleled a line of any 
power company, I made the statement 
here, and let me repeat, that I am not 
out to confiscate anybody's property, that 
where the power companies with an 
existing line had the capacity to carry 
the power ·of the ·southwestern Power 
Administration and would carry it at a 
reasonable rate, that we- would not 
parallel.or build any line adjacent there
to, and that has not been done in one 
instance in the State of Texas where the 
Texas Power .& Light Co. operates. We 
hope to get that same kind of an ar
rangement in Oklahoma, and we will 
have it if this contract that is now lying 
ori "the desk of the Secretary of the In
terior is approved by him. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield to-the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I want to say that the 
distinguished Speaker has explained this 
matter exact ly and in accordance with 
the facts, and that we are, as the gentle
man has just explained, working out a 
very satisfactory program between the 
Southwestern Power Administration and 
the private utilities in the Southwest 
area. Now, for the first t ime in the his
tory of this Nat ion, do we have a working 
~greement that is. going to be good for 
everyone concerned. I am happy to say 
that the Speaker and I see this thing ex
actly alike. As the Speaker has just 
said, there are some folks who thinlc 
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there should be no public power and 
there are some folks who think there 
should be no private power. The 
Speaker and I belong to neither one of 
those groups. Certainly, by striking this 
out, it would interfere with the program 
that we have in progress now and we are 
working out and solving these differences 
which have bothered us for years and 
years. I am sorry the gentleman from 
New York made the point of order, and 
I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I trust that under the 
circumstances the gentleman may feel 
that he could, in good conscience, with
draw his point of order, because, follow
ing up exactly what the gentleman from 
Iowa has said, we are trying to make 
things work down in the Southwest, and 
as far as we have been able to go, they 
are working. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the distinguished Speaker yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. I associate myself 
with the views of the Speaker and the 
gentleman from Iowa in reference to 
public and private power. Do I under
stand from the Speaker that, if the nego
tiations pending are concluded, that this 
$6,000,000 contract authority will not be 
exercised? 

Mr. RAYBURN. The gentleman is 
right. The Administrator of the South
western Power Administration stated be
fore bath a House committee and a Sen-

. ate committee that, if this contract was 
signed, this money would not be ex
pended. 

Mr. KEATING. And the Speaker, 
from his knowledge of this situation, 
would be led to believe .that the contract 
is likely to be signed?· 

Mr. RAYBURN. Well, I hope that the 
contract is signed. I have seen it; I 
have gone over it very thoroughly, as I 
did the Texas Power & Light Co. con
tract. I think it is a good contract, and 
I trust that the Secretary of the Interior 
does sign it. 

Mr. KEATING. This particular con
tract authority would only need ta be . 
exercised in the event the contract did 
not come into being. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I think that is cor
rect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from New York withdraw his point 
of order? 

Mr. KEATING. I would like to re
serve it further, if I may. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not hear the point 
of order submitted, Mr. Chairman, but 
I fail to see where the debate we have 
had up to this time touches on any point 
of order. Merely as a matter of infor
mation, what is the purpose of the de
bate? 

Mr. RAYBURN. The purpose of this 
debate was that I was hoping, feeling 
that I was right, that I could prevail 
upon the gentleman from New York to 
withdraw his point of order. That was 
the purpose of my taking the floor for 

the only time I have taken it in the 2 or 
3 weeks since this bill has been under 
consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. I am told that the Sec
retary and the friends of REA are op
posed to the Texas contract and do not 
think it ought to be signed in this form. 

Mr. RAYBURN. It does not make any 
difference to anybody whether or not 
they are opposed to the Texas contract. 
It has been in operation for more than 
2 years. 

The Secretary of the Interior found 
some parts of the contract to which he is 
objecting. I am trusting that Mr. 
Wright and the power companies can get 
together ·and yet bring about an amend
ment to that contract that the Secretary 
of the Interior will sign. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not familiar with 
the merits of the various forms of con
tract but it is my understanding that the 
cooperatives in my State and other 
States do not favor the Texas contract 
and as a result this particula.r contract 
has been on the desk of the Secretary for 
many weeks; for a very long time, at 
least. 

Mr. RAYBURN. It has not been 
there a very long time. I hope the gen
tleman does not get me into personal
ities, but I know there is one man in the 
country that claims to represent the 
co-ops of the country, but the principal 
thing he is doing is going around stir
ring up trouble between the Southwest
ern Power Administration and the 
co-ops of the country. He is perform
ing no service, in my opinion, either to 
public power or to the co-ops. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield to the gentle
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. May I say to the 
Speaker and ta the House that I think 
you know how I have felt all along about 
public and private power. They tell me 
the Texas contract has acted decently, 
and has been a constructive step in the 
relationship of public and private power. 
It was a good step. 

The Speaker is correct when he says 
that the Oklahoma utilities will enter 
this same contract.- May I say ta the 
Speaker that the Arkansas utilities will 
do the same thing. 

I join the Speaker in asking that this 
contract, similar to the Texas contract, 
be approved by the Secretary of the In
terior regardless of what somebody may 
say because, as the Speaker has so well 
said, some people want to take over the 
whole thing and make it public; while 
others would not have any public power 
at all. As the solution is reached here, 
public and private power can live to
gether, if the Interior Department will 
be governed by what the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. RAYBURN] has said . 
. Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FENTON. I join my colleagues in 
saying that Mr. Wright made a very 
fine presentation to the subcommittee. 
Everything the Speaker has said is abso
lutely true, because I took occasion to 

call up the Secretary of the Interior a 
day or two ago and ask him the status of 
the various contracts that were on his 
table. He said he was hopeful that very 
shortly he could make final arrange
ments for those contracts. 

Mr. Douglas Wright is to be com
mended on his explanation. He made a 
very fine presentation. Of course, he has 
taken the position that we do, that where 
private enterprise can supply power it 
should be supplied by them, and the 
same goes for transmission lines. I hope 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
will try to expedite these contracts so 
that we can protect free enterprise in 
this business. 

Mr. RAYBURN. That is what the gen
tleman from Texas is trying to do. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield. 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I want 

first to make clear that I am not claim
ing to cpeak for all the REA cooperatives 
throughout the Nation. I have felt that 
they have done great work, their leader
ship was good, and that I do not claim to 
have done more than my share, but there 
have been times when I have tried to be · 
as helpful toward this program as pos
sible. I do, therefore, believe I can fairly 
speak as a friend of the REA program 
and as one who lives in the area that is 
served by the Texas Power & Light Co. 
and by some of these REA-financed co
opera.tives and some public dams, and by 
one of the largest REA transmission co
operatives, I want to point out that the 
"Texas contract" has been working in 
our area over the past 2 years and that 
we now have the best relations between 
the private power companies, the public 
qams, and the REA cooperatives, both 
local and transmission cooperatives, that 
we have ever had. It seems to me that, 
under this contract, we have the assur
ance we are going to have all of these 
agencies working in cooperation without 
any duplication of effort or lines. A few 
years ago we had no cooperation and no 
way of getting the private companies to 
cooperate except to build competitive 
facilities. When we proved we could and 
would do just that the companies signed 
the Texas contract, and we are today en
joying the best of relations. If you deny 
the people of Oklahoma and Arkansas 
the bargaining power that this bill gives, 
I fear that you are going to force them 
into a useless war of duplication, which 
should be avoided. 

Mr. RAYBURN. The contract has 
worked. We are getting plenty of power 
and getting it at reasonable rates. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. Does the gentleman 

feel that to eliminate this provision 
would interfere with the negotiations 
and arrangements which are under way 
to which he has ref erred? 

Mr. P..AYBURN. It might take away 
from one side a little of its argument, I 
am afraid. 

Mr. KEATING. In view of the repre
sentations of our Speaker, in whom we 
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all have so much confidence, Mr. Chair
man, I do not feel I care to take the re
sponsibility of striking this provision 
out on a point of order. If some other 
Member wishes to do so that is their 
privilege. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the .Point 
of order. 

Mr. COMBS. Mr. Chairman, some of 
the preceding speeches, unintentionally 
I am sure, have tended to becloud the is
sue. Some of the preceding speakers, 
both pro and con, have assumed that the 
provision in the pending bill to which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. KEAT
ING] has interposed a point of order in 
some way involves a conflict or contro
versy between the Southwestern Power 
Administration and private utility com
panies. This is completely· erroneous. 
My colleague from Texas, the distin
guished Speaker of the House, pointed 
out in the course of his speech that a 
contract has been negotiated between 
the Southwestern Power Administration 
and all of the utility companies of the 
area, which contract is now awaiting ap
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The contract is a lengthy one, and I have 

. made no special study of it. But I have 
read it and understand the purpose it is 
intended to accomplish. 

The cont ract in no wise gives private 
electric companies a monopoly on fed
erally owned power. The effect is just 
the opposite. It would give priority to 
such preferred customers as REA and 
others which the Government desires to 
sell power from the federally owned gen
erating plants and installations. What 
it would do is to intergrade the power 
transmission facilities owned by the 
Southwestern Power Administration and 
those owned by the private companies, 
thus making it unnecessary for the Gov
ernment to spend large sums of money 
in the construction of transmission lines 
paralleling those of the private com
panies. . These contracts have been 
strongly recommended by Mr. Douglas 
Wright of the Southwestern Power Ad
ministration. As has already been stated, 
Mr. Wright told the Appropriations Com
mittee that if the contract is approved 
he will n·ot need to spend a penny or con
tract for a penny of the $5,000,000 au
thorized to which the point of order has 
been interposed. By intergrading the 
distribution system of the ·private com
panies and the Southwestern Pow;er Ad
ministration millions of dollars will be 
saved to the public in the years ahead. 
It is foolish and wasteful to duplicate 
distribution systems when by proper co
operation and coordination it is wholly 
unnecessary. 

The negot iation of the contract, i'n my 
judgment, is a fine thing. I think it will 
set a proper pattern for the distribution 
of public power. It will mark out the 
territory and proper field of service · of 
such Government instrumentalities as 
Southwestern Power Administration and 
the private utility companies. I , for one, 
do not want to see privat'e utility com
panies or other private enterprises · ab
sorbed or driven out of business by the 
Federal Government. On the other 
hand, power produced by these huge 
hydroelectric plants, made possible and 

paid for by the taxpayers of the United 
States, belongs to all our people and 
should never be allowed either to be 
owned or monopolized by private con
cerns. I think the contracts in question 
point the way to a proper cooperation 
between the private companies and Gov
ernment power corporations. It will 
mean cheaper and better electric service 
than either the Government or the pri
vate utility companies could supply 
alone. It is subject to Government regu
lation and supervision in the interest 
of the public good. The approval of the 
contract by the Secretary of Interior, 
and I sincerely trust he will approve it, 
will go a long way to stop the clamor of 
those who argue that it is the purpose of 
the Government to take over or social
ize the private utility business. And it 
will, in my judgment, work to the great 
benefit of the users of electric power and 
to the American people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
is withdrawn. 
· The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For necessary expenses of operation and 

m aintenance of power transmission facili
ties and of marketing electric power and 
energy pursuant to the provisions of sec
tion 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 (16 
U. s. C. 825s), as applied to the southwestern 
power area, $760,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot agree with 
what has been said about my distin
guished friend Clyde Ellis, former Mem
ber of the House, and the association 
which he represents. 

This is public power that is generated 
by the Southwest Power Administration. 
It is created by the Government and be
longs to the public. . 

We had the same battle in the Ten
nessee Valley. If we had capitulated 
and turned it over to the Electric Bond 
& Share, and that is who the Texas 
Power & Light Co. is, we would be paying 
through the nose for our electricity 
today. 

The State that ought to have the 
cheapest electricity on earth is the State 
of Texas. They have natural gas spout
ing into thin air, enough to ·generate 
electricity for four or five States the size 
of Texas. They also have an abundance 
of oil to run all the Diesel engines nec
essary to. supply electricity to the people 
of Texas. Yet, I want to read you the 
statistics for 1948. In 1948 the State of 
Texas used 8,484,641,000 kilowatt hours 
of electricity for which it paid $165,000,-
000. That is the ultimate consumers 
paid $165,000,000. Under the TVA rate 
they would have paid $86,000,000 and 
would have saved· about $78,000,000. I 
know some of you will say that the TVA 
pays no taxes. We pay more · money in 
lieu of taxes than was paid by the privat e 
power company before the TV A was 
established. 

In f948 the people of Texas used 
8,484,000,000 kilowatt hours of electric
ity, and the people of Tennessee used 
4;848,000,000 kilowatt hours. .The peo
ple of Tennessee paid $68,000,000 for 
their electricity, ~nd the people of Texas 
paid $165,o-oo,ooo, or $97 ,000,000 more 
than did the people of Tennessee. 

- Let us see what would happen under 
the Tacoma, Wash., rates. I have used 
Tacoma, Wash., for years, because it ~s 
one city in America which has a publlc 
power system operated by water power 
generated at dams 100 miles around the 
city. Tacoma has built her own dams. 
Instead of payirig $165,000,000 for that 
power, the people of Texas, under Ta
coma rates, would have paid $74,000,000, 
or about $90,000,000 less · than they did 
pay, They would have paid $82~000,000 
under the Ontario and would have saved 
about the same amount---$82,000,000. 

I do not agree that this power should 
be monopolized by the Electric Bond & 
Share Co. I know what the Electric 
Bond & Share Co. is, because I have 
had to fight them in Mississippi. They 
do not own an insulator in the district 
which I have the honor to represent. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. . I just wanted to ask 
the gentleman if the area in which Ta
coma, Wash., is located is not the only 
area that had a power shortage during 
the war and after the war. 

Mr. RANKIN. The area in which Ta
coma is locat ed did what they did on the 
Tennessee River. They helped produce 
the atomic bomb. If it had not been for 
the Columbia River development and the 
Tennessee .Valley Authority, there would 
not have been any atomic bomb. The 
reason was that . they put these enter
prises there because they had the power; 
and because they used more than ' any
body thought they would use, there was 
a shortage in some of the area. 

Mr. NORRELL. There was. a power 
shortage. . 

Mr. RANKIN. Not in Tacoma, Wash., 
where they have their own power facili-
ties. · 
.. The situation in Arkansas is worse 
than it is in Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 
. Mr. Chairman, . the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] spends consid
erable time at every opportunity telling 
you people how much money you are los
ing by allowing private enterprise to sur
vive. · He tells you exactly how many 
dollars you could save on your electric 
bill if the Government owned and sold 
all of the electricity. He could just as 
easily tell you that you could buy your 
clothes a lot cheaper at a Government
owned . clothing store that is free from 
taxation and is being subsidized by the 
taxpayers. There is not one speck of 
difference in the arguments. 

Th'ose who would have public power 
and drive private enterprise out of the 
field are the same ones that would like 
to see the Federal Government run and 
own everything in this whole country. 

I was amused the other day when 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr: 
RANKIN] jumped up on the floor of the 
House _during the farm-program debate 
and said, "If you keep going like you are 
g_oing now, it is not going to be long until 
the Federal Government is going to be 
telling you farmers exactly how many 
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hogs you can raise, how many chickens 
you can feed, and how many cows you 

·can milk." He was exactly right at that 
time. But when public power is con
cerned he does not seem to care if the 
rural people of this country are regi
mented even by a contract circumvent
ing the wishes of those people, and their 
Congress. You notice he never could 
find Arkansas in his list of mistreated 
people because of high rates. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

:Mr. TACKETT. Not now. You have 
had the floor ever since I have been here. 
The little rural electric co-ops in the 
Tennessee Valley are paying more for 
their electricity than they are in Ar
kansas. The cheapest electricity to the 
rural co-ops in the whole United States 
of America is in the State of Arkansas, 
and we do not have any Tennessee Val
ley Authority that is dodging taxes and . 
having their accounts so hidden that you 
cannot tell what it costs-to make elec
tricity. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TACKET!'. I yield to my friend 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Douglas Wright 
testified before my subcommittee ·that 
the utilities in Arkansas, especially in 
my area, were selling power cheaper to 
the REA than the Southwest Power Ad
ministration could sell or the TV A. That 
is in the public hearings. 

Mr. TACKETT. And that is exactly 
correct. The electricity being sold to 
the co-ops in my district is sold at be
tween 4.6 mills and 4.9 mills. Can you 
buy it like that over in the Tennessee 
Valley? 

Mr. RANKIN. I will give you the fig
ures. The residential consumers of Ar
kansas last year paid $10,260,00 for elec
tricity which, under the TV A yardstick 
would havE\ cost $4,980,000. In other 
words, they paid a hundred percent more 
than they should. 

Mr. TACKETT. What would they 
have paid for it from the Federal Gov
ernment? 

Mr. RANKIN. They would have paid 
just what I am talking about. You are 
plundering the ultimate consumers of 
electricity all over the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. TACKETT. What would they 
have paid for it? 

Mr. RANKIN. They would have paid 
a whole lot less than they paid in 
Arkansas. 

Mr. TACKETT. The gentleman does 
not know what electricity is selling for 
and does not seem to care; he is just try
ing to fool the people. TV A does not and 
cannot sell electricity for 4.6 or 4.9 mills. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from 
Arkansas does not seem to realize the 
difference between public and private 
business. 

Mr. TACKETT. I think I have sense 
enough to know that if the Federal Gov
ernment is running something for the 
people that it is public business. When 
private people in this country get out 
here and compete on the theory of sup
ply and demand, that is the kind of 
business that has made this the great
est country upon the face of the earth, 

but it cannot be for long if we are going 
to permit the Federal Government to 
gobble up the business of the people of 
this country. Did the gentleman froµi 
Iowa want me to yield to him? . 

Mr. JENSEN. I think it might be well 
to point out that private industry, 
whether it be private utilities, the farm
er, the peanut vendor on the comer, the 
corner grocery store, or anything else, 
pays taxes, and if it were not for those 
taxes coming into the Federal Govern
ment, just as the gentleman from Penn
sylvania stated a while ago, there would 
be no money to build these great things 
like TVA. The private utility companies 
last year paid over $650,000,000 in local, 
State, and Federal taxes. That is con
siderably more than what the gentle
man from Mississippi said, and all the 
figures he puts in the RECORD trying to 
prove benefit to the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMA:.~. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TACKETT. The gentleman from 

Mississippi, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, has proved one thing, that the Fed
eral Government without paying taxes, 
that the Federal Government being sub
sidized by the taxpayers, that the Fed
eral Government by hiding the figures 
that it actually costs to produce electric
ity can sell electricity cheaper than pri
vate enterprise can produce and sell it. 
That is exactly what he said; and the 
same thing is true of groceries, clothing, 
or anything else. I am wondering how 
the gentleman proposes to operate this 
Government after taxpaying enterprise 
has been abolish€d. , 

I should like to call your attention for 
just a moment to the Southwestern Pow
er Administration. It came before this 
House and asked for money to build 
steam power generating units and trans
mission lines. Congress said: "No; we 
are not going to put the Federal G6vern
ment into competition with private 
enterprise; we still believe in the prin
ciples of democracy." 

They came back again and they said: 
"We have got to have the money to build 
steam-power units and transmission 
lines because there is just so much water 
coming down the river at certain seasons 
of the year; we need to firm up the power 
and sell it the year round." 

Congress said: "No; we are still not 
going to build a TVA all over the United 
States." 

Then, what did the Southwestern Pow
er Administration do? They oozed over 
here and got hold of the National Rural 
Electric Cooperative Association's exec
utive manager from my great State of 
Arkansas, Mr. Clyde Ellis. They said: 
"Now, Clyde, we cannot get Congress to 
go along with us, but we can work out 
a deal here whereby we can circumvent 
the very Congress that is refusing to go 
along with us. Here is what we will do: 
Let us enter into a contract whereby 
rural co-ops will build electric generating 

and transmission facilities tor the use 
and benefit of the Southwestern Power 
Administration. We will pretend that 
those facilities are for the use and benefit 
of the co-ops, and thereby circumvent 
congress and fool the people. Mr. Wick
ard will do whatever you want him to do; 
he has a blank check provided by Con
gress to do whatever needs to be done for 
the REA program. You ask for loans to 
build some facilities down there in the 
State of Arkansas and elsewhere. Then 
you go in there and build for the SPA 
some steam Power units and transmission 
lines that Congress would not give us, arid 
then the Southwestern Power Adminis
tration will use those generating facili
ties and transmission lines for a period of 
40 years for a certain rent to be paid by 
the taxpayers that will retire the con
struction cost. Southwestern Power Ad
ministration is all set to operate and to 
buy those transmission lines from the 
date they are constructed. The gener
ating facilities will be worn out before 
they are paid for, but we will have the 
transmission facilities and be well on 
our way toward the abolishment of pri
vate enterprise." 

The SPA gets the money from the tax
payers through the continuing fund to 
carry out the very thing the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] is 
working for, the abolition of free en
terprise in the power field. That con
tract even provides, I may say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi who has 
been fighting FEPC with all the power 

. at his command, for the civil-rights pro- · 
gram, including the FEPC features so 
detested by the gentleman from Missis
sippi. If the gentleman would read 
what he is hollering about, he would not 
be so condoing of the public-power con
tract. That contract provides that the 
Southwestern Power Administration 
shall determine the policies of the little 
rural electric co-ops in your State and 
in my State. In other words, that little 
group of rural electric co-op board mem
bers will no longer determine the poli
cies; and the wishes of the little co-ops 
will not amount to a tinker's hoot be
cause the Federal Government through 
the Southwestern Power Administration 
is going to socialize, federalize, and na
tionalize the electric industry and regi
ment the farmers of this county to such 
an extent that it will not be long until 
the Government is going to be telling 
the farmers, as you have predicted Mr. 
RANKIN, how many chickens they can 
feed, how many hogs they can raise, and 
how many cows they can milk. 

I wish that the gentleman, if he ac
tually believes in what he has been say
ing in the past, would :find out what the 
electrification program of the South
western Power Ad.ministration is actu
ally doing to our rural people. 

Mr. RANKIN. Doing them more 
good all the time. Public power is doing 
the people I represent more good than 
anything that has ever come along. 

Mr. TACKETT. The gentleman is 
unable to distinguish public power from 
rural electrification. Public power is so
cialistic, while rural electrification is 
operating in free enterprise. 
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Mr. RANKIN. The Electric Bond & 

Share Co., which is a holding company, 
is bleeding the people of Arkansas and 
Texas to the extent of over $150,000,000 
a year in overcharges. 

Mr. TACKETT. May I say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that every 
Socialist who has even advocated tak
ing over the principles of democracy 
has advocated, first, taking over the 
electric-power systems, second, taking 
over the telephone and communication 
systems, and .third, taking over the rail
ways and other transportation systems, 
the necessary steps to socialize Amer
ica. The gentleman is helping them to 
climb these steps. 

Mr. RANKIN. When I took this up 
in 1934-

Mr. TACKETT. That is -popular, Mr. 
RANKIN, but it is not right and you 
know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tim~ of the 
gentleman from Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word . . 

Mr. Chairman, it is too bad we do not 
have something in the House to blow the 
smoke away so we could take a look 
around. We have just listened to a 
Power Trust speech so good that I doubt 
if anybody on the left-hand side of this 
aisle could equal it. I do not think I 
ever heard a better one from that stand
point. 

There are a few little things I want to 
discuss that are happening out in Mis
souri. You know, we are not so far from 
Arkansas. In fact, I have been across 
the State line down there two different 
times at least. My REA co-op, the Osage 
Valley Electric co-op, is paying 1.6 for 
current wholesale right now, and I hope 
to be able to hitch on with a couple of 
lines in the State of Arkansas and get a 
little hydroelectric current up there so 
that .we can reduce the price at whole
sale. 

We have had two steam plants author
ized for our State and there has been 
quite a lot of objection to it. I want to 
tell you Members of the House some
thing. Independence, which is the home 
of President Truman at the present time, 
is a suburb of Kansas City. When you 
drive out Truman Road you cannot tell 
when you are driving out of Kansas City 
and entering Independence. It is all one 
town. 

The Kansas City Power & Light Co. 
has been one of the utilities that has 
been fighting the construction of these 
lines into Missouri and those two steam
generating plants on the Missouri River. 
But I want to tell you something. Inde
pendence, Mo., will not buy its current 
from the Kansas City Power & Light Co. 
although it is generated in the same city. 
Independence has its own municipal 
power and light plant and generates its 
own current. ·I do not know that the 
following is a fact but it is a suspicion 
of mine that the reason they do not buy 
current from the Kansas City Power & 
Light Co. is because they can build the1r 
own plant and generate their own cur
rent and save money. Those men in 
Independence are good hard-headed 
businessmen and they try to get a dol
lar's worth of current for every dollar 
they spend. 

Let me tell you another thing. There 
are 41 other cities and towns in the State 
of Missouri that have their own munici
pal light plant and that generate ·their 
own current. . Why? '.The only reason 
they do it . is because they can do it 
cheaper than they can get the power 
from the Power Trust in Mfssouri. If 
it is au right for 42 cities and towns in 
the State of Missouri to generate the cur
rent they .use and distribute it to their 
customers, why in the name of all things 
good is it wrong for all the farmers in all 
the State of Missouri to have two trans
mission lines and two generating plants? 
If it is all right for cities and towns in 
Missouri to have 42 generating plants 
why is it wrong for all the farmers in 
that great State to have two &uch plants? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TACKETT] does not seem 
to know that the power business is a 
public business and that the clothing 
business is a private business. His argu
ment is the same old "stuff" we heard 
when they were fighting against the 
creation of the Tennessee Valley Au
thority. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. If the Govern
ment was producing the wool that the 
clothes were made out of, we would have 
a case in point, but the Government does 
not. 

Mr. RANKIN. We also heard the 
same stuff when they were fighting the 
development of the Columbia River. If 
we had not succeeded in those two enter
prises the American people today would 
be paying from one to three bil11on dol
lars more for their electricity than they 
are paying. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. If the private 
power companies in the State of Mis
souri would sign a contract to sell to 
REA wholesale at 6 mills per kilowatt
hour and deliver the current to the 
points of need for a 'period of 20 years, 
we would not need the lines and we 
would not need the .generating plants, 
but they will not do it. They have not 
done it, and they are not going to do it. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TACKETT. Does the gentleman 
think that the REA's in Missouri are 
building those cooperative generating 
plants down there? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. They will be, 
if they get the money. 

Mr. TACKETT. Does the gentleman 
not know that the Federal Government, 
through the guise of the Southwestern 
Power Administration, will build them? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. And every dol
lar of the money will ·be repaid into the 
Federal Treasury. with interest, so whose 
business is it? 

Mr. TA-CKETT. Does the gentleman 
not know that it is not going to ·be re
paid, as long as SPA takes the produced 
power and spend the proceeds from the 

· sale there of nationalizing the electric 
industry? None of the proceeds from 
the sale of such electricity reaches the 
United States Treasury. Does the gen-

tleman know anything about what he is 
talking about? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. The REA is al
ready ahead on its entire schedule of 
payment and will pay for these lines and 
plants with interest. I do not know 
what the gentleman considers I know 
or I do not know, and I am not worried 
about his consideration along that line. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr .. POAGE. As a matter of fact, is 
not the gentleman from Arkansas , and 
the rest of the gentlemen, for that mat
ter, talking about an entirely different 
contract? We started out talking about 
a contract 'Qetween the power companies 
and the Southwestern Power Adminis
tration to use the power that is being 
generated by the Southwestern Power 
Administration. The gentleman from 
Arkansas is discussing a contract that 
somebody has with some local coopera
tive, or maybe it is a transmission coop
erative down in the State of Oklahoma. 
We are talking about an entirely differ
ent contract; and when he is talking 
about whether or not it will be paid back, 
it will all be paid back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed . for one addi
tional minute. 

The ·cHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. GAVIN. I would like to point out 

to the gentleman that I think the people 
in your St.ate ought to build your gen
erating plants yourselves. Why do you 
have to come and ask the Federal Gov
ernment to do such work; if you need 
the power, build your own plants. Up 
in my State of Pennsylvania last year 
in the city of Warren, Pa., in my district, 
the Penelec Co. built a $14,000,000 · gen
erating plant. They did not ask the 
State to help, and they did not ask the 
Federal Government. to help. The need 
for power was evident. The plant was 
built. They put their own cash on the 
barrel head to do the job to furnish the 
power needed in the area. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. The Govern
ment put up the cash to build the White 

· River Dam as a flood-control and gen
erating project; and its cost will be re
paid from the sale of current generated; 
and we have as much right to that cur
rent as the Arkansas Power & Light Co. 
has. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has again ex
pired. 

Mr. ~OONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimou sconsent that the gentleman 
from Missouri be permitted to proceed 
"for two additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN: Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the distinguished gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. I wish to point out 
some facts to the gentleman in regard 
to the Arkansas Power & Light Co. 
There was never before gathered ·in 
America such a group of licensed bur
glars working for the Wall Street mo
nopoly which owns the company as the 
group running the Arkansas Power & 
Light Co. for Electric Bond & Share. If 
the distinguished gentleman from Ar
kansas [Mr. TACKETT] will read the hear
ings of the subcommittee for the Depart
ment of Interior of the House Appropri
ations Committee of which I was a mem
ber, I believe it was back in March of 1946 
for fiscal year 1947, he will see ample 
justification for the statement that I 
make. The greatest thing that ever 
happened in the five great States of· the 
Southwest has been the creation of the 
Southwestern Power Administration. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I thank the 
gentleman. I agree with him 100 per
cent. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I agree with what the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RooNEYJ has said. What I am afraid 
of is this: I am afraid of these attempts 

. to turn that power over to the power 
trust, that is the Electric Bond & Share, 
not the Arkansas Power & Light Co., not 
the Texas Power & Light Co., not the 
Louisiana Power & Light Co., not the. 
Mississippi Power & Light Co.; it is the 
Electric Bond & Share, a holding com
pany which is really owned in Wall 
Street, New York. And what I am 
-afraid of is that they will . bleed those 
people for this power, that is public pow
er to begin with, and that the consumers 
should get at the lowest possible rate. I 
have been in this fight a long time. In 
1933 I along with Senator NORRIS intro
duced a bill and fought it through to 
·create the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has again ex
pired. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CHRISTOPHER] be 
permitted to proceed for two additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the' request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. I led the drive here 

for rural electrification when Arkansas 
had 1.2 percent of her farms electrified. 
If w~ had lost that fight, there would not 
have been an electric light in the average 
home in Arkansas for the next 40 years. 
This is not a question of the Government 
going into private business; the power 
business is a public business. Our water 
power is public property, and we do not 
intend for it to be taken over and mo
nopolized by the Power Trust. 

Mr. ROONEY. If the gentleman from 
Missouri will yield to me further, I won
der if the gentleman from Arkansas £Mr. 

TACKETT] has ever heard of the acqui
sitions of properties by Ham Moses,. 
Arkansas Power and Light in the State 
of Arkansas, where properties were ac
quired at one price and put on their 
books at a phony price which was mil
lions and millions of dollars over the 
price at which they were actually ac
quired? The facts in regard to this may 
be found beginning at page 379 of part 
3 of the hearings on the 1947 Interior 
appropriations bill. 

I wonder if the gentleman from Ar-
. kansas knows that the Arkansas Power 

& Light Co. is well represented in 
every golf club in the State of Arkansas. 
Ham's boys are in every Chamber of 
Commerce, Lions Club, Kiwanis, and 
everything else. In a great number of 
instances the cost of dues and contribu
tions is added to the farmers' electric 
bills. They sell the bill of goods that 
good old Arkansas Power & Light 
belongs to Arkansas, not Wall Street, 
New York, the real owner. In the in
terest of their alma mater, Electric Bond 
& Share, they have opposed the build
ing of every dam and transmission line 
in the Southwest. Very few members 
from the State of Arkansas do not hear 
from the various organizations in which 
the Arkansas Power & Light is so well 
represented and from the newspapers 
in every town in which the Arkansas 
Power & Light advertises. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. The gentleman from 
New York is interested in Arkansas, and 
I am glad. he is, and cheaper rates, but 
I just want to ask him what he is doing 
to get cheaper rates in New York and to 
clean out the crookedness in that State? 

Mr. ROONEY. We are not as fortu
nate in New York in getting cheap power 
rates as the people are in the gentle
man's State. I have always supported 
public power and the best interests of 
the people of Arkansas, as the gentle
man well knows, from my service with 
him, in the subcommittee on Interior 
Department appropriations. There is 
no good reason why, if in my State we 
have to pay 7 and 8 times as much for 
electric power, I should take it out on 
the good people of the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I just want to say 
to my distinguished friend from New 
York, too, that there is no reason why 
the taxpayers of Pennsylvania should 
put their money up to build power plants 
all over the United States. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, while 
some of these gentlemen are taking credit 
for having brought electricity to the 
rural areas of Arkansas, .I should like to 
take some credit for assisting to electrify 
rural Arkansas. A glance at the legis
lative record of 1937 within the State of 
Arkansas will reveal that BoYD TACKETT . 
voted to bring rural electrification to the 
State of Arkansas when it was not nearly 
so popular as now. I have never yet 
failed to vote at every possible opportu
nity for rural electrification, and I shall 

never vote against rural electrification. 
But I want to tell you who are hollering 
long and loud for public power to re
place the rural electrification program 
and to allow the rural electrification sys
tem to be abolished by the greatest mo
nopoly that was ever known to man, that 
you can talk about electric power monop
olies all you like, but there is no greater 
or more drastic monopoly than a Gov
ernment monopoly, and all of you know 
that. You public power advocates con
demn monopolies on one hand while cre
ating on the other hand the most dan
gerous monopoly. known to man-a great 
Government monopoly. 

When a boy on the farm, like my 
neighboring boyhoOd friends, I longed 
for the day when I could live in the small 
town nearby that I might enjoy some of 
the comforts and entitlements of life 
principally afforded by electric service. 
However, it is now possible to visualize 
a near future when the people of the 
metropolitan areas will be living for that 
day when it will be possible for them to 
move to and reside within the wide open 
rural spaces where they will at the saime 
time be afforded equal comforts of life 
to those within the metropolitan areas. 

Hamstring the rural electrification 
program? No. I would do absolutely 
nothing detrimental to this great enter
prise and will always use every honor
able means at my command to further 
this most me.ritorious project. I am a 
devout advocate of rural electrification, 
and I am just as anxious as any person 
in this country to see every farm within 
the United States electrified at the earli
est possible date. 

The REA and ·the SPA are distinct 
and separate programs, and the SPA 
has contributed nothing to advance or 
promote the high standards of rural 
electrification. The rural electrification 
program is a successful, meritorious, 
free, and independent organization-the 
respective electric cooperatives being 
owned, controlled, governed, and oper
ated by and for the membership, with 
justifiable authority under our Ameri
can way of life to freely engage in bring
ing electric service to the rural areas of 
our country. 

The Southwestern Power Administra
tion, on the other hand, is an agency o·f 
the Federal Government under the De
partment of the Interior with limited 
congressional authority to pool power 
and energy produced from Government 
multiple-purpose dams and distribute 
such power and energy as provided by 
law at rates to be approved by the Fed-
eral Power Commission. · 

I wholeheartedly concur in the state
ments of OI:le of my fellow colleagues 
that rural electrification has been a long 
and hard struggle; that the remaining 
unserved 33 percent of rural Arkansas 
should be electrified under the splendid 
rural electrification program without 
delay; and that rural electrification is 
just now coming into full fruition. 
However, these facts do not in anywise 
justify the activities of the SPA. It can
not be contended that the SPA should be 
credited with having electrified 67 per
cent of the rural areas within the State 
of Arkansas, but, to the contrary, these 
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achievements have been · realized under 
the authority granted by the Rural Elec
trification Act of 1936: It is not neces
sary to allow the Department of the In
terior, through the Southwestern Power 
Administration, to nationalize, federal
ize, and socialize the rural electric co
operatives in order to bring electricity 
to the remaining 33 percent of the un
served rural area of our State. 

Yes; the rural electric cooperatives 
should be and are authorized and en
titled to construct electric-generating 
units and tranmission lines that the 
cheapest possible electric energy may be 
made available to the membership in 
accordance with good business principles 
under our system of free enterprise. 
However, I insist that the Southwestern 
Power Administration is not justifiably 
entitled to similar authori-zations if we 
are to maintain our principles of democ
racy, assist our rural electrification pro
gram, and uphold our belief in private 
ownership. 

To allow the Federal Government, 
through its SPA agency, to establish and 
dictate policies for the rural electric co
operatives, and to use, control, and re
ceive all benefits from electric generating 
and transmission facilities constructed 
by the cooperatives is nothing less than 
an authorization to federalize the rural 
electric cooperatives, permit the SPA to 
expand its legal jurisdiction, and place 
the Government in direct competition 
with its citizens. 

Those proposing to place the Govern
ment into the power field as a competitor 
in order to assure cheaper energy than 
the electric cooperatives and others en
gaged in the power industry can produce 
could just as successfully contend that 
we should have Government-owned par
allel and duplicating railway and street
car tracks; airplane, boat, bus, and truck 
routes; telephone and telegraph lines; 
and radio and television channels. Pe
troleum, gas, and coal could be produced 
cheaper by the Government. No doubt 
all of these businesses are in the plans 
of those seeking to use the Government 
as a competitor to free enterprise. The 
ultimate results of such a plan can only 
mean Governmtmt opera-tion and even
tual ownership. 

The rural electric cooperatives within 
the Southwest have today three sources 
of electricity: 

First. Government flood-control dams 
over transmission lines owned by the 
Goverpment, private companies, or those 
that the cooperatives build, own and 
operate themselves; · 

Second. Private power companies; 
: Third. Electric-generating plants that 
the cooperatives build, own, and operate 
. themselves. 

Right now the rural cooperatives have 
·the private companies and the Federal 
. Government SPA agency right where 
they should want them. Both are doing 
everything possible to do ·business with 
the cooperatives. The Southwestern 
Power Administratton and the private 

·companies are competing for the cooper· 
. atives' business, and they fully realize .the 
. possibility of the cooperatives' building 
their own steam-power unitS and trans-

mission lines should the electric rates not 
be -suftlciently ·low to make justifiable 
such action on behalf of their member
ship. As long as this situation prevails 
it is the rural electric cooperatives with
in the Southwest that stand to benefit. 
They have their freedom of choice-the 
American way. 

Once, however, these cooperatives lose 
their advantage by negotiating a long
term contract, permitting themselves to 
be tied irrevocably to the apron strings 
of the SPA for a period of 40 years, the 
opportunity to buy electricity upon a 
competitive market is gone and· the tight 
to produce and transmit electricity· by 
means of their own facilities has 
vanished. . 

SPA is not in the power field with the 
rural cooperatives and others engaged -in 
the power industry with my good graces. 
TV A was established not only for flood 
control and navigation but as a "yard
~tick" of electric costs for regulating pri
vate-power companies. The Public Serv
ice Commission in my State of Arkansas, 
as well as the Federal Power Commission, 
regulates the involved electric rates. The 
SPA must sell electricity from the Gov
ernment flood-control dams at rates ap
proved by the Federal Power Commis
sion. The SPA renders only a power 
marketing service. The Corps of Engi
neers build and operate the flood-control 
dams, and could distribute the electric
ity from that source to the rural electric 
cooperatives and others engaged in the 
power industry over transmission lines 
built by the engineers, the private com
panies, or the cooperatives at a great 
savings to the taxpayers. Were the SPA 
completely out of the power field the 
rural electric cooperatives could still ob
tain electricity from the Government 
flood-control dams over transmission 
lines owned by the Government, the pri
vate companies, or those that the coop
eratives build, own, and operate them
selves. Alternative sources would come 
from private power companies or from 
electric-generating plants that the co
operatives build, own, operate them-

. selves, and tie in with the Federal power 
projects. 

If the rural electric cooperative mem
bership throughout this country could 
in some manner be given the true picture 
of the situation at hand, it would take no 
action by Congress to preclude the fed
eralization efforts now being made 
through the SPA plan. A great major
ity of the people are aware of the Fed
eral Government gradually encroaching 
more and more upon the lives, happi
ness, and freedom of the American peo
ple. My people do not want Federal 
regimentation; they will not stand for 
it; and so long as I am a Member of 
Congress I shall do all in my power to 

·keep it from being forced upon them. 
I hold no brief for the private electric 

utilities; recognize them as monopolies 
. requiring strict Federal regulation and 
supervision; but I feel that all water, 
telephone, electric, fuel, and like utili

. ties have a definite place in our economic 
picture, and should not be permitted .to 

. be abolished by the competition 'Of the 
Federal Government. N-o monoPolY 

could ever exist so dangerous and dev
astating to democracy as a Federal Gov
ernIIJ.ent monopoly. 

However, you may ·be assured that I 
do hold a brief, and a strong one, for 
the American system ef free enterprise 
upon which this Nation was founded and 
has become the greatest upon the face 
of this earth. It alarms me and it should 
concern all of us tremendously when 
we see the Federal Government taking. 
steps toward nationalization, which 
would result eventually in a completely 
socialized state. The founders of Amer
ican democracy never intended that we 
employ such a system. The great 
strength of America today lies in the 
fact that our individuals and industries 
have been encouraged and inspired by 
the right of free enterprise-the right to 
earn a legitimate, honest dollar with
out working in direct competition with 
the Federal Government, or without be
ing taken over, lock, stock, and barrel, 
by the Federal Government. 

The Southwestern Power Administra-
1t'ion activities are of far-reaching signifi
cance-going beyond the electric-power 
field-going into the very heart of our 
right for free enterprise which was guar
anteed to each and every one of us by 
the pioneers who built our Nation and 
our Government. I, for one, want to 
preserve that right, and the future rights 
of our children to which they are justly 
entitled by American democracy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The· time of the 
gentleman from Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. ~hairman, I move 
to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
"Arkansas [Mr. TACKETT] never touehed 
side, edge, or bottom of the real issue be
fore us. 

The power business is a public busi
ness. The water power o:Z this Nation 
already belongs to the Federal Govern
ment. That was decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in both the 
Ashwander case and the Appalachian 
Power case. 

It was 17 years ago that we had this 
same fight on the floor of the House. 
They were trying to force us to turn the 
power generated in the Tennessee River 
over to the private power interests. If 
.we had done that, and had turned the 
power on the Columbia River over to 
them, the average householder today 
would be paying from 15 to 25 cents a 
kilowatt-hour for his electricity, and the 
average farmer would not have seen an 
electric light in his home during this 
generation. 

He criticizes the gentleman from New 
York -[Mr. RooNEY]. We have tried for 
years to develop the St. Lawrence to give 
them a yardstick which would probably 
save the people of New York State $150,-
000,000 a year on their light and power 
bills . 

The gentleman from Arkansas con-
. fuses the issue when he attempts to talk 
about private business being owned by 
the Government. Why, the clothing 
business is ·a private business, but the 
power business is a public business . 
-Why? Because ,electricity has become a 
necessity of OW' modern life. It has to 
be handled by a monopoly and the water 
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power already. belongs to the . Federal 
Government. It is public power to begin 
with, and that applies to the energy gen
erated by the Southwest Power Admin-
istration. _. 
· So we are _dealing here with a public 
business. As the result of the battle. that 
.we have carried on for the last 17 years, 
we have managed to reduce power rates 
to the American people, while prices of 
.everything else has been increasing. If 
if had not. been for these yardsticks, such 
as the TVA, you would not only be pay
.ing the rate you are paying now in other 
areas, but you would be paying twice or 
three times as much. The American 
. people would be paying from two to three, 
and probably four, billion dollars a year 
-more for their electricity than they are 
no:w paying. In Arkansas they had 1.2 
percent of 'their farms electrified before 
1934. Today they have more than 70 
percent. Where did it come from? It 
came through· the REA. That is where 
it came from. · 

I remember the battle I had here in 
1938 to secure the first $100,000,000 ·for 
rural electrification . . I just won by seven 
votes. If the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. TACKETT] had been here, I probably 
would have won by only six votes. That 
was when the REA really began to move 
forward. 

Now, do not forget this: There are 33,-
000,000 residential power consumers in 
this country; people who turn on· elec
tric switches every day and every night. 
They are not willing to be robbed and 
plundered by the power trust in order to 
gratify the cupidity of a group of monop
olists in Wall Street. There are 66,000,-
000 voters in this country that are not 
going to sit idly by, even in Arkansas or 
in Texas-they are not going to sit bY, 
and see this monopoly overcharge them 
with rates that are outrageously unrea
sonable. 

Suppose you paid as much for elec-
. tricity as you do for your telephone. The 
telephone trust has a complete monopoly. 
If you paid as much for electricity as 
you pay for your telephone, you would 
probably have not more than one light 
in each room-if that. I put a telephone 
in my office at home. I paid more for 
that telephone, even if 'I never picked up 
the receiver, than I paid for both gas and 
electricity in my home. I pay more for 
my telephone in Washington than I pay 
for both gas and electricity in my apart
ment. If it were not for these public-

. power systems, such as they have in Co
lumbus, Ohio, Springfield, Ill., Lansing, 
Mich., and Austin, Tex., and these pub
lic-power systems that we have along 
these streams such as the Tennessee and 
the Columbia, to keep this monopoly'from 
getting its hands on the water power of 
the Nation; .if it were not for that you 
:would be paying 15 to 25 cents per kilo
watt-hour, and · the average farmer in 
this country probably would not have seen 

. electricity in his home for the next 40 
years. 
. I have no apology to make to the gen

tleman from Arkansas, I have no apol
ogy to make to the Eleqtric Bond & 
Share Co., and I-have.no apology to make 
to anyone else ·for my-fight to see that 
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.the American people ·get the benefit of . 
-the greatest· wealth in Amer.ica, outside 
-of the soil upon which we live, that is the 
water power in our navigable streams 
and their tributaries. 

The CHA~RMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN
KIN] has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of operation and 
maintenance of the Bonneville transmission 
system and of marketing electric power and 
energy, $5,000,000. 

Mr. JENSEN. · Mr. -Chairman; I offer 
an amendment . 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 
Amendment offered by Mr. '"J;.ENSEN: On 

page · 220, line 9, strike out "$5,000,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$4,500,000." · 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, in the 
fiscal year 1950, we allowed $4,000,000 for 
operation and maintenance of the Bon
neville power transmission system. Dr. 
Raver, the Administrator of the ]3onne
ville Power Administration, appeared be
fore the committee to Justify his 1951 re
quest of $5,250,000. While he was te~ti
fying he told the committee how well 
they had been able to OP€lrate and main
tain the Bonneville power system with 
the $4,000,000 which we had appropriated 
.last year; and he said that everyone who 
was hired under this item had done a 
wonderful job. I asked Dr. Raver, then, 
if he did not think the Congress should 
have a little credit for holding the ap
propriation down to $4,000,000. They 
had asked for considerably more, but the 
committee did not see fit to give it · to 
them. Dr. Raver, in answer to my ques
tion, · said: "Yes," that he thought the 
Congress should have some credit and 

.that the committee should have some 
credit for holding this appropriation 
down to $4,000,000; nevertheless, he 
asked for $5,250,000 in this appropriation 
bill. The committee reduced that to 
$5,000,000. 

The purpose of my amendment is to 
reduce the amount further to $4,500,000. 
It is true they have more responsibilities 
this year than last, but not to the extent 
of 25 percent. This will give them better 
than a 10-percent increase for operation 

' and maintenance, and I think it is only 
fair and just that they be held down to 
$4,500,000, for certainly we need to save 
a few million here and there in a lot of 
places. 

The amendment is. very reasonable 
and should be adopted by all means. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr: Chairman, I invite the Commit-
-tee.'s attention to the fact that the orig
inal estimate submitted by the Bureau 
of the Budget was $5,250,00!): for opera
tion and maintenance of the Bonneville 
Power Administration. Our subcommit
tee in its judgment saw fit to cut this 
item by a quarter of a million dollars, 
leaving the total amount available. for 
operation and maintenance $5,000,000 .. 

I believe it is.generally agreed that the 
.Bonneville Power Administration, under 
the aole . direction of Dr. Paul' Raver; is 

one of the more efficient, if not the most 
efficient, of the agencies and bureaus 
within the ·Department of the Interior. 
That great organization has been oper
ated in a businesslike manner. The · 
Bonneville Power Administration will 
turn into the Treasury during the com
-ing fiscal year approximately $33,000,000 
in revenue. During the current fiscal 
year, that is, fiscal 1950, the total ex
penditures that have been approved by 
the·Congress for construction, operation, 
-and maintenance, aggregate some $46,-
000,000. For the coming fiscal year our 
-subcommit"tee has approved the total 
sum of $68,250,000,- an increase of some 
$,22,000,000. We are engaged in a tre
mendous expansion program, and I be
lieve the cut we have already made is 
more than adequate. Certainly it is not 
much of a reward to a great organization 
that is doing an efficient job to cripple 
it with a limitation of funds. As we ex
.pand . the .transmissitin lines, in keeping 
with the new dams that will be coming 
into operation, it is most essential that 
.sufficient funds be provided to operate 
that great organization in an efficient 
manner. 

I invite the Committee's attention to 
.the fact that in 1952 the great McNary 
·Dam will come into operation on the 
Columbia River, as well as the Hungry 
Horse project in northwestern Montana. 
This will add to the responsibilities of 
the Bonneville Power Administration. 
It is only a businesslike protection of the 
taxpayers' investment to expand the 
staff that will assume these added re
sponsibilities. 

I th.ink the committee has done a pru
dent thing in trimming this expenditure 
somewhat. How·e.ver, I do not think any 
further cut would be wise. I hope the 
Committee will vote the gentleman's 

, amendment down. 
Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, as many of you gentle

men know, my district includes the 
Bonneville project on the Oregon side. I 
have had quite a 'bit to do with that un
dertaking while I have been a Member of 
Congress. I have served on the Public 
Works Committee which authorized all 
these various projects throughout the 
United States, including Bonneville. 
· With refere.nce to this particular 
project, it must be conceded by those 
who are familiar with what is being done 
on the Columbia River that the Bonne
ville Administration throug·h Dr. Raver 
is doing a good job. As a matter· of fact, 
it · is the one operation in the United 
States where Uncle Sam is getting back 
dollar for dollar all of the money he has 
put in by way of investment. The pay
out schedule on. Bonneville is 10 years 
ahead of the program. In other words, 
-if Bonneville continues this pay-out 
schedule it is making . at the present 
time, - the Federal Government will be 

·paid back all of its investment 10 years 
·ahead of the time originally prescribed 
for amortization. . 

The Bonneville Administration, as has 
been said and as admitted by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN], has 

. increased responsibilities by reason of 
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the heavy increased development of 
hydroelectric power in that area. The 
State of Oregon has increased in pop
ulation 59 percent in the last 10 years. 

· It nolds the lead in the United States 
of all States for percentage increase in 
population, which means that we have 
an increased demand for hydroelectric 
power and services of all sorts from pub
lic utilities. As a result, the Bonneville 
Power Administration has an increased 
burden. Every kilowatt of power that 
is produced at Bonneville is being sold 
at market price and those funds are 
going back into the Federal Treasury, 
As a result, it is not only paying out the . 
Federal investment, but it is helping to 
build up the economy of the great 
Northwest where apparently so many of 
our people from other States want to 
make their permanent homes. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANGELL. I yield to my friend 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I can understand why 
the gentleman opposes this amendment. 
I know he is greatly interested in the 
development of his State. The gentle
man also knows that the Eightieth Con
gress treated the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration very generously. I was 
chairman of the committee that gave 
them more money than they ever had 
before in history. We do not want to 
stop that development. However; they 
had only $4,000,000 last year, which is 
a lot of money for administration and 
operation. If my amendment is adopted, 
we wiil be giving them $500,000 more 
this year than they had last year. 

Mr. ANGELL. May I say to the gen
tleman that I realize he has done an 
excellent job. He has been very kind, 
indeed, to Bonneville. While he served 
on this great committee he visited our 
area a number of times, he has gone 
over these projects, and is perhaps as 
well informed on them as any man who 
does not live ill the area. But the fact 
is, .we have increased responsibilities so 
far as Bonneville is concerned which re
quires more money for operation and 
maintenance in order to maintain the 
efficient service the agency is rendermg 
the people of the Pacific Northwest. 
Many new generators are coming in. 
There is the Grand Coulee project, which 
has increased generat ing capacity. It 
will not be very long before the McNary 
Dam power will be brought in, then 
Hungry Horse, Aibany Falls, and others. 
In the meantime Bonneville has to 
provide the transmission facilities to 
take care of this increased load. Every 
kilowatt-hour that is produced is being 
sold. We are not wasting a single kilo
watt. As a matter of fact, we have gone 
10 percent plus above the rated gener:
ating capacity of those projects to sup
ply needed power, and even then we are 
not able to supply the hydroelectricity 
to the industries and the farmers that 
need the power in the area. There is 
a great dearth of power in the area. 
The committee already has cut $250,000 
below the budget estimate. If we cut 
the item an additional $500,000, as this 
amendment will do, it means that you 

are just going to curtail the activities 
of one great agency of this Federal Gov
ernment, among the few, which is pay
ing its way and doing a good job in 
serving a fast-growing area. I think it 
would be a grave mistake, and I think 
the gentleman from Iowa himself will 
realize, after the years have gone by, 
that it will be a mistake if we curtail 
these activities of this efficient Federal 
agency. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANGELL. I yield to the gentle-
man: from Washington. · 

Mr. HOLMES. I think it is opportune 
here to express the point that the Han
ford Eng¥i.\eering Works is in the Pacific 
Northwest, in the central part of the 
State of Washington, which, in turn, is 
consuming a tremendous amount of 
power from the services of the Bonne
ville Power Administration. 

Mr. ANGELL. The gentleman's ob
servation is true. If it were not for the 
Bonneville Power Administration, that 
great atomic energy undertaking at 
Hanford in Washington could not be 
carried forward. . It has performed an 
outstanding service in our national de
fense program. 

It seems that not a year can pass 
without some sort of an attack being 
made on the Bonneville Power Adminis
tration. This year, as in many years 
past, the attack is on their appropria
tions requests, which, of course, is the 
most vulnerable spot of any Federal 
agency. It does not seem to make any 
difference that the management of this 
agency has constantly demonstrated 
that their operations are on a par with 
the best private operations in the coun
try, that they not only meet but exceed 
statutory requirements as regards pay
out, or that the Administrator is fully 
aware· of the wise use of the money ap
propriated to him. No; no matter what 
degree of efficiency is demonstrated · by 
this agency, they can still expect to be 
attacked whenever they ask for appro
priations to carry on the duties imposed 
upon them by law. This year the attack 
is centered on appropriation$ for opera
tion and maintenance. It is the most 
vulnerable spot of any type of enterprise, 
public or private. 

It is in this part of the Bonneville ac
tivity where the most stringent require
ments have always been imposed by Con
gress and which has caused the most 
difficulty to the Bonneville Administra
tor. 

Funds for operation and maintenance 
for the Bonneville Power Administra
tion have been annually set up in the 
appropriation bill as a limitation within 
the total ·funds appropriated. Congress, 
in its wisdom, feels that such limitations 
are necessary in order to control the ac
tivities of the Federal power agencies. 
Personally, I am not in sympathy with 
that view. -The record of the Bonne
ville Power Administration over the past 
10 years indicates that its management 
is certainly of the highest order. You 
do not have to take my word for it-a 
copy of Bonneville's annual report can 
be made avaHable to you upon request. 
That report will show you that over the 

period of its operations to date, this 
agency has not on:Iy met all repayment 
requirements as set up by law, but shows 
a comfortable surplus of nearly $43,000,-
000 more than the cash appropriation 
requested this year for capital expendi
ture. And remember that this financial 
picture has been compiled from power 
revenues based on the lowest wholesale 
power rates in this country. When an 
Administrator can show such a record, I 
do not think he needs to be told how far 
he can be permitted to go in expending 
funds for any given operation or activity. 
He knows that if his overhead is too 
great, he is not going to pay out. He has 
demonstrated that he knows this im
portant fact, so why hamstring him by 
limitations that can have no other re
sult except that of forced inefficiency. 

I know that at times the Bonneville 
Administrator has been at his wit's end 
in trying to determine how to handle the 
various necessary activities that must be 
performed in an operation of the mag
nitude of that encompassed by the 
Bonneville Power .. Administration. A 
few statistics will very quickly indicate 
why this is so. 

I do not intend to burden this body 
with a long recital of these statistics, 
but will indicate,,some figures for 2 years, 
showing comparisons of Bonneville op
erations with private operations. In the 
general debate on this chapter last Fri
day I discussed Bonneville operations at 
some length. In 1947, operating ex
penses of the Bonneville Power Admin
istration were 11.4 percent of operating 
revenues. A comparable figure for all of 
the combined class A and B utilities in 
the United States for that year is 21.8 
percent. Also in that year, the operating 
utilities in the Pacific Northwest used 
from 18.2 percent to 31.4 percent of their 
operating revenues for operating ex
penses and this range covers all of the 
utilities operating in that area. Let me 
put this matter on another base. Oper
ating expenses on a basis of mills per 
kilowatt-hour sold were 0.32 for Bonne
ville, 3.50 for the combined class A and 
B utilities in this country, and the range 
for the Pacific Northwest utilities was 
1.3 to 4.11. 

Now let us go to 1948. In that year, 
the operating expenses as a percent of 
operating revenues were 13.2 percent for 
Bonneville, 21.4 percent for the combined 
A and B utilities, and a range of 20.9 per
cent to 29.2 percent for the Pacific North
west utilities. On the basis of mills per 
kilowatt-hour sold, Bonneville's cost was 
0.31, the combined A and B utilities 3.55, 
and the range for the Pacific Northwest 
utilities 1.54 to 5.66. In all of the fore
going figures, production expenses have 
been deducted in order to make the fig
ures comparable, since in the private op
erations production expenses are a very 
large part of their operating cost. 

I would like to cite one other com
parison. In 1947, Bonneville's operating 
expenses as a percent of total electric 
plant were 3.4· percent as against 14.4 
percent for the combined class A and B 
utilities. In 1948, the comparison wa:s 
3.3 percent for Bonneville, and 15.3 per
cent for the combined A and B utilities. 
In 1949, Bonneville's percent is still 3.3 
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percent, but I do not have a- comparable 
figure for the combined A and B utilities. 

My colleagues, do you need any further 
demonstration of the effectiveness of 
Bonneville's operations? Do you need 
any further evidence that they have been 
forced to do a job with lesser tools than 
ahy private operation requires; or are 
you willing to admit that the Bonneville 
Power Administration operations are far 
more efficient than the best private oper
ations in this country? It is my opinion 
that it is a combination of the two. You 
have not allowed this agency sufficient 
funds to properly operate and maintain 
their system, and the fact that they have 
gotten along as well as they have with 
the 'funds available certainly is a tribute 
to the e:filciency of their operations. 

There is a saying that one can be 
penny-wise and pound-foolish. If you 
gentlemen are sincere in your statements 
that you want to save money for this 
country, then you cer.tainly do not want 
to be accused of being penny-wise and 
pound-foolish; but I can assure you that 

. that is what you will be if you continue to 
curtail operation money for this agency. 
At least, let us be fair and put them on a 
par ·with private enterprise, of which we 
htwe heard so much in recent years. 

I did not intend to burden you with 
any further statistics, but I will make 
another comparison which I think is very 
pertinent. This pertains to administra
tive and general expenses. In 1947 cost 
in this category for Bonneville as a per
cent of operating revenues was 4 per
cent. For the combined class A and B 
utilit ies it was 6.5 percent. For the Pa
cific Northwest systems it varied from 6 
to 9.5 percent. Comparable figures for 
Hl48 are 5 percent for Bonneville, 6.3 per
cent for the combined A and B utilities, 
and a range of 6.2 to 9.l percent for the 
Pacific Northwest utilities. In 1949 this 
figure remained at 5 percent for Bonne
ville. · I ·do not have a comparable figure 
for the other utilities for that year. 

It is my considered opinion that we do 
not need to impose any type of limita
tion 'for operation and maintenance for 
the Bonneville Power Administration. 
They have demonstrated that they can 
do more with a dollar than most private 
operations in this country. The Bonne
ville people are proud of their record, and 
I am absolutely certain that they do not 
intend to jeopardize that record by any 
ill-considered use of funds. However, 
there !s such a limitation. There is a 
specific appropriation for operation and 
m~Jntenance. If we must have it, then 
let us make it high enough to permit the 
Bonneville Administrator to do the job in 
the way that it should be done. The 
amount of $5,000,000 that is in this ap
propriation for operation and mainte
nance for this agency will still not bring 
them up to the comparable expenditure 
by private utilities, so I ask you to let 
that figure stand without any further 
r eduction. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge that this amend
ment be voted down so that the. opera
t ions of the Bonneville Administration 
may not be curtailed and service to the 
fast-growing area in the Pacific North
west be set back. Such a course will 
penalize the residents of the area. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one thing I 
wish the Members on both sides of the 
aisle would realize and that is this, that 
we are not giving the Bonneville Power 
Administration a dime; we are not giving 
any of these agencies a quarter. They 
are going to pay back this money. Now, 
if you want them to go ahead and con
struct Bonneville and everything else 
out of the Northwest, as well as the rest 
of the power projects in this bill, you· 
should realize that · we are not giving 
any one of them a dime. Sixty-one per
cent of this money is coming b~wk. They 
are going to pay it back; in -fact, that 
is one branch of the Governl}\ent, one 
department, that pays back. There is a 
little over $100,000,000 in this bill to 
operate other parts of the Department of 
the Interior-surveys and matters like 
that. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 

· Washington? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. 

Chairm:m, there is no Member in the 
House who has made a more diligent and 
determined fight for economy in the 

· Congress of the United States than my 
friend, the gentleman from Iowa [Mi« 
JENSEN], the proposer of this amend
ment. 

I recognize it is necessary to bring 
economy to the Government if our Na
tion is to remain solvent. I honor the 
gentleman from Iowa for making his 
fight for economy. I usually support 
him. At the same time, I think we must 
be selective in reducing Government ex
penses, for merely cutting an item may 
prove false economy rather than wise. 
There is such a thing as being penny
wise and pound-foolish. 

The Bonneville Power Authority op
erates a great and growing business. 
Last year it did a business of $27,881,000, 
sold that much power and electricity. 
During the coming year Dr. Raver, the 
administrator, estimates Bonneville 
power sales will total $32,231,000. In 
other words, the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration will increase its electricity 
sales by more than $4,000,000 or by more 
than 15 percent. 

Due to this about 15 percent expan
sion in Bonneville power sales more lines 
and substations must be operated. This 
will require more people to supervise its 
power distribution and more persons and 
materials to keep its lines in repair and 
in efficient operation. 

Also · as these lines and substations 
grow older they require more repairs and 
greater sums must be spent on their 
maintenance . . Every businessman knows 
it usually is cheaper to maintain a ma
chine in good condition than to repair 
one. To allow machines or power lines 
to deteriorate is, in my opinion, false 
economy. We may, if this amendment 

carries, save· $500,000 this year,· but in 
future years may, as a result of this 
attempted saving, be confronted with 
much larger and more costs in repairs. 

Our industrial situation in the Pacific 
Northwest, by which I mean the States 
of Oregon and Washington, is rather un• 
usual. We have very little coal. We 
have no gas and no oil. ·we are almost 
solely dependent on hydroelectricity to 
operate the multitude of machines in our 
many · and varied industries. If our 
power supply were broken by a . trans
mission line break or a substation clos
ure we have no easy or ready way of 
restoring the means of .driving the ma
chines in our industries. Such break
downs mean tremendous losses in em
ployment to workers and large extra 
costs to manufacturers as well as a loss 
of income-tax revenues to the Govern
ment. 

Power is of no value unless it is de
livered to the places of consumption, and 
delivered there in abundance and unin
terruptedly. Reduction of the item of 
$5,000,000, provided in the bill for opera
tion and maintenance of the Bonneville 
Power Administration, to $4,50'1,000 as is 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. JENSEN] is, in my opinion, not wise. 
I hope his amendment will be rejected. 
This item has already been reduced be
low the Budget Bureau's recommenda
tion by $250,000 in committee. I believe 
it is poor ecbnomy to . reduce it any 
further. · 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr .. Chairman, will 
. the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACK of Washington. I yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. JENNINGS. As a matter of fact, 
when you boil the whole situation down, 
you have the power installations that 
produce the current. What you need 
this money for is to extend your lines. 
and sell your electricity when it comes 
from these power-producing plants. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Power is 
of no value, of course,. unless it is de
livered to the ultimate consumer, and 
delivered in an uninterrupted manner. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Over a line of wire 
strung on poles. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACK of Washington. I yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Let us keep the record 
straight. This does not take anything 
a way from the construction. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. No; that 
is correct. 
~r. JENSEN. It takes nothing a way 

from the building of lines or related fa
cilities. It simply reduces by 10 percent 
the amount to be spent for administra
tion and operation. The facts are that 
they need no sales force because they 
have more demand for the power than 
they have power. We are giving them 
more for the year that starts July 1 than 
we did for this ·year, the fiscal year 1950, 
by the amount of $500,000. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Yes; but 
the lines will carry 10 or 15 percent more 
current than it has in former years. 
Bonneville will be a bigger business and 
naturally the bigger the business the 
more money needed to operate it. 
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Mr. JENSEN. That does not make so 

much difference. You do not have to 
follow that current along the wire. It 
gets there without your pushing it along 
too much. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. There are 
also more substations to maintain and 
operate. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACK of Washington. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. ANGELL. It is true, is it not, 
that the reduction in this allowance will 
take away money which is provided for 
the maintainence of these lines which 
are now carrying heavier loads than they 
should be required to carry? Last year 
they had two or three breakdowns ~ue 
to the overloading of the lines. It threw 
out of operation many of the industries, 
practically, in that area. There is an 
additional expense in the maintenance 
of the transmission lines. It is true 
there is no money in this for construc
tion purposes. It is maintenance. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. As the 
lines get older they also require more 
maintenance. 

Mr. ANGELL. That is true. 
Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. MACK of Washington. I yield to 

the gentleman from Washington. 
Mr. HORAN. Along the liile of what 

the gentleman from Oregon has said, I 
would remind the House that we had a 
very, very severe winter last year, and 
that always has its effect upon the items 
that have to be maintained in any trans
mission lines. That is a factor that 
should be taken into consideration at 
this time. 

Mr. MACK of Washington. The gen
tleman is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
visiop (demanded by Mr. JENSEN) there 
were-ayes 57, noes 78. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. JENSEN and 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
74, noes 94. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations of the Bonneville Power 
Administration shall be available to carry 
out all the duties imposed upon the Admin
istrator pursuant to law, including personal 
services in the District of Columbia; pur
chase (not to exceed 17 of which 12 shall be 
for replacement only) and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; purchase (not to exceed two) 
of aircraft; and printing and binding. Ap
propriations made herein to the Bonneville 
Power Administration shall be available 1n 
one fund, except that the appropriation 
herein made for operation and maintenance 
shall be available only for the service of the 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENSEN: On 

page 220, after line 21, add the following new 
paragraph: · 

"Not to exceed $1,000,000 of the funds 
herein provided for the Bonneville Power 
Administration shall be available for travel 
expenses." 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes 
in support of his amendment. · 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary ·inquiry, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. NORRELL. I desire tO off er an 
amendment to amend the force account 
on page:f~20, line 21, by inserting a new 
paragraph. If the gentleman's amend
ment is considered before my amend
ment, will my amendment be out of or
der? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of
fered by the g.entleman from Iowa [Mr. 
JENSEN] seeks to add a new paragraph. 

Mr. NORRELL. My amendment will 
be in order after his amendment is dis
posed of? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not 
seen the gentleman's amendment but 
would assume it would be offered after 
the pending amendment is disposed of. 
The gentleman may off er his amend
ment after the pending amendment is 
disposed of. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I ask unani

mous consent to revise the remarks I 
previously made in Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 

offered this amendment to reduce the 
travel item which of course does not ap
pear in the bill, but the information we 
have been able to obtain from the De
partment is to the effect that there is 
$1,564,175 requested in this bill for travel 
for the Bonneville Power Administra
tion. The amendment which I have 
offered reduces that figure to $1,000,000. 
The business of the Bonneville Power 
Administration is mostly within the 
States of Washington and Oregon. It 
is difilcult to understand how they can 
even spend $1,000,000 for travel. Of 
course, we realize there are some otncials 
of the Bonneville Power Administration 
who must come to Washington occasion
ally, especially to testify before the House 
and Senate, but certainly there is no 
reason for allowing more than $1,000,-
000. We do know that many of the 
higher officials of the Bonneville Power 
Administration do travel all over the 
country making speeches to every kind 
of organization you could imagine. It 
is not their business to do that. 

The business of the officials .of the 
Bonneville Power Administration is to 
look after the business of the Bonneville 
Power Administration and not to run all 
over this United States and Europe tell
ing the -people of America and of the 
world the virtues of the Bonneville Power 
Ad.ministration. 

That is about all there 1s to it; Mr. 
Chairman; it is a very modest cut, con
sidering the amount we should allow for 
such travel expenses. and I hope the 
amendment will be agreed to. -

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman Yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. 1 yield. 
Mr. KEATING. I agree with the gen

tleman and shall, of course, support his 
amendment. I note that in this para
graph there is no reference at all to 
travel, whereas in other sections of the 
bill we have had specific authority for 
travel. I wonder if the gentleman would 
explain why there is not anything under 
that item in this p11.ragraph? 

Mr. JENSEN. I might answer the 
gentleman by referring him to the cr·ti
cism of the Interior Department by the 
chairman of the committee in the report, 
criticism for the method they used in 
coming before the committee to justify 
their ap-propriations and for many other 
things that are going on in the Depart
ment of the lnterior which is not pleasing 
to any of the members of the Subcom
mittee on Interior Appropriations. So, 
when the gentleman asks me why certain 
things in this item did not appear in the 
bill, the facts are there are just a lot of 
things that do not ap-pear in this bill 
because they were not willing to give us_ 
the facts that we shonld have had in 
order to write a bill and in order to 
appropriate properlY. 

Mr. KEATING. In other words, this 
portion of the bill was written, in sub
stance, down in the Interior Department; 
is that what I am to understand? 

Mr. JENSEN. No; I would not say 
that; I would say that with the inf or
mation the committee had the chairman 
wrote this report and this bill. We did 
not have enough information to write a 
bill that could be very specific, as it 
should have been. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in oppcsition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that all debate on this amendment 
and all amendments thereto close in 5 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 

Chairman, I wish to call to the commit
tee's attention the fact that the reason 
the word "travel" does not appear in the 
item is because it is contained in the 
basic Bonneville Act. As I understand 
it, the words "travel allowance" are in
cluded in the a-ppropriation bill only 
where there is no basic authority for 
travel allowance. The allowance for 
this year is $1,345,024. As the gentle
man from Iowa has pointed out, such 
travel funds for fiscal 1951 will be 
$1,564,175; This item was broken down 
and presented to our subcommittee in 
connection with the justification. Again, 
I should like to call to the attention of 
the committee the fact that there are 
certain increases that a-pply to travel 
generally 1n all of these items that are 
being presented this year. As the gen
tleman knows, last year the House ap-
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proved the increased per diem allowance 
from $6 a day to $9. In addition there 
have been increases in fares. I -invite 
attention to the fact also that the area 
now covered by the Bonneville Power 
Administration is expanding very mate
rially. In the pending bill there is a sub
stantial increase for new transmission 
lines into southern Oregon. · Lines are 
also running from the State of Wash
ington through Idaho over to the Hungry 
Horse Dam; in other words, this item, 
I think, is pretty much in keeping with 
the necessary expenses of this great 
agency. · As I pointed outjn my previous 
statement in connection with the opera
tion and· maintenance expenses, the 
Bonneville Power Administration has 
done an outstanding and efficient job and 
it has operated its agency in a business
like manner. 

Mr. REES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. REES. Will the gentleman tell 
the Committee with respect to the audit
ing of these accounts and whether there 
has been any criticism of the manner in 
which they kept their books and 
accounts? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. This 
1s the first time I have heard of that. 

Mr. REES. I arri talking about the 
Department of the Interior in general. . 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. There 
may be some other: bureau subject to 
criticism, but ·speaking with specific ref
erence to the Bonneville Power Admin
istration I may say that it has been 
commended for the businesslike way in 
which it has kept its accounts. 
- In that connection I-call attention to 

the fact that the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration was audited by Arthur An
derson & Co., one of the leading certified 
public accounting firms in the country 
and that organization 'gave it a very 
clean bill of health. That is a private 
auditing firm. In addition to that, it 
1s my understanding there has never 
been any criticism; at least to my knowl
edge, by the General Accounting Office. 

Mr. REES. That may be true with 
respect to the Bonneville Power Admin
istration, but I have heard some criti
cism with respect to the manner in which 
it has kept their books and their ac
counts and that the General Accounting 
Office is attempting to work out a sys
tem so that we will have some under
standing with respect to the manner in 
which these funds are expended. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The 
gentleman understands I am directing 
my statements to a specific amendment 
that is pending. 

Mr. REES. I appreciate that, but I 
thought the gentleman could enlighten 
us. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 
yield to the gentleman from Montana. 
- Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to corrob
orate what the gentleman from-Wash
ington says to the effect that the books 
of the Bonneville Power Administration 
have been audited by this eastern -firm 

and I think the ·Bonneville Power Ad
ministration is to be commended for its 

-good work ·in this respect. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I quite · 

agree with the gentleman. It is the first 
time that a firm of national -reputation 
has been called in to audit the books. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

. Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 
yjeld to the gentleman from Wash
ington. 

Mr. HORAN. May I say to the gentle
man from Washington that the whole 
item of travel of our Federal employees 
should be investigated. I have no doubt 
but what this would be a fertile=fleld for 
examination. However, I do Gbject to 
the amendment on the basis that-I would 
rather see lt departmental-wide, rather 
than picking on one particular part of 
the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Of ·course, each sub
committee has the responsibility of re
ducing or adding to the budget requests. 
I htwe no particular inside knowledge of 
items in other subcommittee hearings, 
but in this instance we have heard all the 
testimony. We know the problem, we 
know the situation and certainly anyone 
who knows the conditions as exist would 
have to agree that a million dollars is 
more than the Bonneville Power Admin
istration should have for travel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. JENSEN) there 
were-ayes 43, noes 63. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. NORRELL: Page 

220, after line 21, insert "not to exceed 12 
percent of the appropriation for construc
tion herein made for the Bonneville Power 
Administ.ration shall be available for con
struction work by force account or on a hired 
labor basis except in cases of emergencies, 
local in character, so declared by the Bonne
Ville Power Administrator." 

, Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, this 
only restores existing law; it adds noth
ing to it. For many years there has been 
a limitation on the amount of construc
tion money that the Bonneville Power 
Administration could use itself and 
th~reby not contract out to private en
terprise. This merely puts back into 
the law, which was, I think, inadvertently 
omitted by the committee, the existing 
law, and I think there will be no objec
tion to it. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
committe~ accepts the amendment. 

Mr. JENSEN. I have no objection to 
the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is .on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Arkansas [Mr. NORRELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. Mr. HARRIS. · Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chai'rman," I take this time briefly 
to propound .an inquiry of the me:i;nbers 
of the committee. I have been advised 
and have observed that through either 
design or inadvertence the funds avail
able for the Oil and Gas Division for 
the Director and his staff, Department 
of the Interior, have been practically 
deleted. The purpose of my taking this 
time is to inquire of the committee if it 
was really the intention of the commit
tee in the consideration of this measure 
to do away with this division which has 
been in effect an ·operation and serving 

• the people over a long period of time. 
If some member of the com.mittee could 
answer that, I would appreciate it. 

. Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. In. 
reply to the gentleman from Arkansas I 
can state that in the first place this 
specific activity is not authorized by law. 
The committee has in effect delegated to 
the Secretary the authority to expend 
funds in this area. The committee felt 
that discretion should be vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior to let him de
termine whether or not the expenditure 
should be made. The funds are made 
available but the mandatory expenditure 
of the funds is not required. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am advised by the 
Secretary's office that they are very much 
in need of this. This is a very vital part 
of their service. It is rendering a very 
fine service to the people of the country, 
and it is badly needed, because without 
it they are very much at the mercy of 
certain of the industries who get them
selves in a position with cooperative 
arrangements. · 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. If the 
gentleman will refer to page 160 of the 
report accompanying the omnibus bill he 
will find the committee has stated the 
following: 

It is noted that the Oil and Gas Division 
was established after the war to continue 
certain functions performed by the Petro
leum Adminis.tration for War. There was a 
need to have active Government cooperation 
with · the petroleum industry during the 
period of maldistribution of oil products just 
after the war, but the committee is cognizant 
of no such condition or need at present. 
Therefore, the Oil and Gas Division should 
be either abolished or substantially reduced. 

. Specialists in the petroleum field can be made 
a part of the program organization to advise 
the Secretary on policy and coordination of 
those matters for which the Department is 
responsible by law. 

May I state as a follow-up that the 
committee has not taken away the funds 
for that particular activity. The com
mittee has in effect suggested that this 
ought to be coordinated and tied in with 
the work: of the Secretary. 

Mr. HARRIS. I respectfully submit to 
the gentleman that this is a very worthy 
function of the Government. The need 
for it now seems to be much more ap
parent than it was even during the war 
or immediately after the war. The Sec
retary has only recently submitted to the 
National Petroleum Council the request 
to make certain investigations and to 
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report thereon, on the vitally important 
subject of the importation of crude oil. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The 
money has not been taken away from the 
Secretary. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Secretary says 
different; $148,000, either indirectly or 
directly. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. My 
understanding of legislative procedure is 
that what I am saying here is making 
a part of the legislative history of this 
item. It may be that the Department 
will want to use this money for some 
other activity, but that is not the fault of • 
the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that is 
not altogether the case, as it is under
stood by the Department. The Secretary 
himself has so said, as I understand. 

May I ask the gentleman if his com
mittee will, then, as the appropriation 
bill takes its way through this Congress, 
if it develops later on through the in.; 
formation that he obtains from the Sec
retary of the Interior that there is a 
need for this, give consideration to pro
viding him just such funds as are abso
lutely needed. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. May 
I suggest to my friend from Arkansas 
that the appropriate way to approach 
this problem is the regular way, that is, 
to introduce legislation to authorize this 
activity. 

Mr. HARRIS. This matter is author
ized, and the Department of the Interior 
has set it up under Executive order of 
the President of the United Stat~s. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I re
gret to differ with my friend. It is not 
authorized by law. It would be subject 
to a point of order if specifically pro
vided for in this bill, The gentleman . 
is much better off from his own stand
point that it is not included as a sep
arate item. If it were, it would have 
been subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest that 
the gentleman look into it a little fur
ther in the course of the appropriation 
bill going through. If it does appear 
that it is needed, as the bill goes through 
the other body and then into conference, 
the gentleman will find that he can per
form a very worth-while service. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I think 
the colloquy that has taken place here 
provides the basis for a solution to the 
gentleman's problem. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND. RESOURCES 

For expenses necessary for protection, use, 
improvement, development, disposal, cadas
tral surveying, classification, and perform
ance of other functions, as authorized by 
law in the management of lands and their 
resources under the jurisdiction of the Bu
reau of Land Management, $6,756,800: Pro
vided, That this appropriation may be ex
pended on a reimbursable basis for surveys 
of lands other than those under the jurisdic
tion of the Bureau of Land Management. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, although I am not go
ing to off er any amendment to increase 
the appropriation for the Bureau of Land 

Management, I feel that our committee 
in this instance has cut a little too deep. 

When we review the committee report 
in relation to the original President's 
budget, and the bill as reported out, we 
find certain items that have been cut 
too closely for the people's good. 

The wise administering of the public 
lands is important to the whole country, 
not only from the standpoint of food pro
duction, but from that of revenue pro
ducing activities such as oil, potassium 
and other minerals that are developed 
through private leasing of these lands, 
timber production and conservation, 
grazing and selective disposal of lands 
under tq~ various land laws. . 

The agency responsible for the man
agement of the lands is the Bureau of 
Land Management which has been seri
ously cut in several major activities of 
its appropriation. 

This agency may be likened to a busi
ness-it takes money for it to make 
money. On its limited appropriations it 
has been turning in Federal revenues 
amounting to more than $37 ,000,000, in 
other words approximately $7 return for 
every $1 appropriated. But with greatly 
increased business it needs more help to 
carry the load. Actually the number of 
employees has decreased since 1940. It 
occurred to me that the subcommittee 
may have lost sight of the above im
portant aspect of the Bureau's work. In 
our effort to reduce Government ex
penditure we must not confuse gross ex
penditures with net expenditures. 

Actually this agency has done a good 
job of increasing efficiency in the last 2 
years, more than trebling the output per 
man. The small number of personnel 
cannot possibly keep speeding up the jop 
to keep pace with the increasing volume 
of business. In my own State, Mr. Paul 
Roach, a land office manager, died in 
office as a result of overwork. 

There must also be additional funds 
for development of resource programs 
that are vital to other conservation jobs. 
I am speaking specifically of the Bureau's 
need to provide protection of the water
sheds on the public domain lands. In 
the Rio Grande area of my own State 
this is especially serious. Siltation of 
lands from neglected watershed areas is 
a threat to our very livelihood. The 
public lands contribute much of the silt 
:flowing into Elephant Butte Reservoir. 
This is rapidly making useless a great 
reservoir, upon which our irrigation agri
culture is based. Siltation also is filling 
the river channel, necessitating large 
public investments in :flood-control struc
tures. It is not economy to curtail work 
for watershed management and improve
ment, neglecting causes of trouble and 
spreading all our money-millions of dol
lars-on relief to the distressed situations 
caused by it. 

I sincerely hope that before the bill 
returns to the House an adjustment may 
be made, and I strongly urge that the 
committee will yield in those cases where 
the approriation of added funds will ac
tually in effect decrease the net spend
ing through the added revenues returned, 
and when the final analysis is made that 
sufficient funds to do at least the mini-

mum essential management job will be 
appropriated for the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

'l'he Clerk read as follows: 
RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

The aggregate of all moneys received after 
June 30, 1950, as range-improvement fees 
under the provisions of section 3 of the act 
of June 28, 1934 (43 U. S. C. 315), and 25 
percent of all moneys received after June 30, 
1950, under the provisions of section 15 of 
said act (in addition to all moneys received 
during the fiscal year 1950 from either of 

· such sources but not yet appropriated), shall 
be available until expended for construction, 
purchase, and maintenance of range improve
ments pursuant to the provisions of sections 
3 and 10 of said act. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the paragraph 
appearing on page 222, lines 18 through 
25, and page 223, lines 1 through 3, which 
is as follows : 

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

The aggregate of all moneys received after 
June 30, 1950, as range-improvement fees 
under the provisions of section 3 of the Act 
of June 28, 1934 (43 U. S. C. 315) and 25 per 
centum of all moneys received after June 
30, · 1950, under the provisions of section 15 
of said Act (in addition to all moneys re
ceived during the fiscal year 1950 from either 
of such sources but not yet appropriated), 
shall be available until expended for con
struction, purchase, and maintenance of 
range improvements pursuant to the provi
sions of sections 3 and 10 of said Act. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr . . 
Chairman, I believe the gentleman from 
Iowa intends to make points of order to 
subsequent items relating to the same 
subject matter, namely, the Bureau of 
Land Management. Would it be in order 
for the gentleman from Iowa to submit 
the various points of order dealing with 
the same subject matter and that they 
be considered in bloc; and also, is it in 
order for me to offer an amendment 
which will make the appropriations on 
an annual basis in lieu of the language 
to be stricken on the points of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
the following points of order to make. 

I make a point of order against the 
language on page 223, lines 4 through 12, 
which language is as follows: 

PAYMENTS TO STATES (PROCEEDS OF SALES) 

Five percent of the net proceeds of sales 
of public lands and materials from public 
lands received after June 30, 1950 (in addi
tion to 5 percent of all moneys received prior 
to June 30, 1950, as net proceeds of sales 
of public lands and materials from public 
lands but not yet appropriated), shall be 
available for payment to the States in which 
such lands are situated for the purpose of 
education or of making public roads and 
improvements. 

I make a point of order against the 
language on page 223, lines 13 through 
24, which language is as follows: 

PAYMENT TO OKLAHOMA 

Thirty-seven and one-half percent of the 
royalties received after June 30, 1950 (in 
addition to 377'2 percent of all royalties re-

• 
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ceived during the fiscal year 1950 but not 
yet appropriated), from the south half of 
Red River in Ql{lahoma under the provisions 
of the joint re::\olution of June 12, 1926 ( 44 
Stat. 740), sh;;tll be available for payment 
to the State of Oklahoma in lieu of all 
State and local taxes upon tribal funds 
accruing under said act, to be expended by 
-the State in the same manner as if received 
under section 35 of the act approved Febru
ary 25, 1920 (30 u. S. c. 191). 

. I make a point of order against the 
language on page 224, line 1 through 8, 
which-language is as follows: 

LEASING OF GRAZING LANDS 

The aggregate of all moneys received after 
June 30, 1950 (in addition to all moneys re
ceived during the fiscal year 1950 but not yet 
ai:,propriated), from grazing fees for State, 
county, or privately owned lands leased in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of 
June 23, 1933 ( 43 U. S. C. 315m-4), shall be 
available until expended for leasing of such 
lands. 

I make a point of order against the 
language on page 224, lines 9 through 16, 
which language is as follows: 

PAYMENTS TO STATES (GRAZING FEES) 

Thirty-three and one-third percent of an 
grazing fees received after June 30, 1950, from 
eao h grazing district on Indian lands ceded 
to the United States for disposition under 
tV.e public-lands laws, shall be available for 
p,ayment to the State in which said lands are 
situated, in accordance with the provisions 
of section 11 of the act of June 28, 1934, as 
amended (43 u. S. C. 315j). 

Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the language I have indicated, 
in each instance, has the effect of making 
appropriations on a permanent basis, 
which goes beyond the scope of the bill 
and also constitutes legislation on an 
appropriation bill, and, therefore, is not 
in order under the rules of the House. 

- Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Qhairman, I concede the points of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 
the points of order made by the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. JENSENJ. -

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. Amendment offered by Mr. JACKSON . of 

Washington: On page 222, after line 17 insert 
the following: 

"RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

"For construction, purchase, and mainte
nance of range improvements pursuant to 
the provisions of sections 3 and 10 of the act 
of June 28, 1934, as amended (43 U.S. C. 315), 
sums equal to the aggregate of all moneys 
received as range improvement fees under 
section 3 of said act and of 25 percent of all 
moneys received under section 15 of said act 
during the current and prior fiscal years but 
not yet appropriated, to remain available 
until expended. 

"PAYM EN TS TO STATES (PROCEEDS OF SALES) 

"For paymen t to the several States of 5 
percent of t he net proceeds of sales of public 
lands lyin g with in their limits, for the pur
pose of educat ion or of m altin g public roads 
and improvements, sums equal to the aggre
gate of receipts covered int o the Treasury in 
accordance with section 4 of the act of June 
26, 1934 (31 U.S. C. 725c), during the current 
an d pr ior fiscal years but not yet appropri
a t ed, 

''PAYMENT TO OKLAHOMA 

"For payment to the State of Oklahoma In 
lieu of all State and local taxes upon tribal' 

funds accruing under the · provisions of the 
joint resolution of June 12, 1926 ( 44 Stat. 
740), to be expended by the State in the 
same manner as if received under section 35 
of the act approved February 25, 1920 (30 
U. S. C. 191), sums equal to 37Y:z percent of 
the royalties rc'.!eived during the currerit and 
prior fiscal years (but not yet appropril'!-ted) 
from the south half of Red River in Oklahoma 
under the provisions of said joint resolution 
of June 12, 1926. 

"LEASING OF GRAZING LANDS 

"For leasi~g State, coun'ty, or privately 
owned lands in accordance with the provi_. 
sions of the act of June 23, 1938 (43 U. d. C. 
315m-1), sums equal to the aggregate of 
receipts covered into the Treasury in accord
ance with the act of June 23, 1938 (43 U.S. C. 
315m-4), during the current and .prior fiscal 
years but not yet appropriated. ... 

"PAYMENTS TO STATES (GRAZING FEES) 

"Sums not in excess of 33Y:z percent of all 
grazing fees received during the current and· 
prior fiscal years (but not yet appropriate~) 
from each grazing district on Indian lands 
ceded to the United States· for disposition 
under the public-land laws, to be paid to 
the 5tate in >1hich said lands are situated, · 
in accordance with the provisions of section 
11 of the act of June 28, 1934, as amended 
(43 u. s. c. 315j) .'' 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington (inter
rupting the reading of·the amendment): · 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the amend
ment be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. JENSEN. Reserving the right to 

object, this simply reasserts existing lan
guage? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington . . T~is · 
has the effect of placing these items o.ri 
an annual basis, instead of on a perma- . 
nent basis, and there is no other change. 

Mr. TABER. It is the same language 
that was used last year? 

Mr. ZACKSON of Washington. 
Whether it is exactly the same language, 
I cannot say for sure, but the effect is to 
carry it as heretofore; that is, on an 
annual basis. That is the onry change. 
The net effect is to continue it as here.: 
tof ore. There is no- change in the sub
stance. 

Mr. JENSEN. Do I understand that · 
in the amendment the gentleman has 
just offered there is no additional au
thority given to any officer of the De
partment of the Interior? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. That 
is correct. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I think 
we ought to have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of 
the amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. · 

Mr. TABER. In reading the last para
graph, I understood the Clerk to read 
"33%.'' I understand the previous lan
guage was "33%.'' 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the "33 % " be changed to read "33 % . " 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 

·Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 
yield. 

Mr. JENSEN. May I inquire of the 
gentleman from Washington-I have al
ready propounded the question once, 
and I did not get a satisfactory answer
in the language which is proposed now, 
there is some new language which is not 
in the fiscal 1950 bill? Is that a fact? 

· Mr. JACKSON of Washington. To be 
completely frank and honest with the 
gentleman, I have not compared the 
language with the 1950 bill, but I want to 
assure the gentleman that the purpose of 
offering. this is not .to change the sub
stance in any way of the language here
tofore carried in the 1950 bill. Of neces
sity we have relied on our technicians to 
prepare this in keeping with the general 
cover.age of the 1950 appropriation bill. 

Mr. JENSEN. Was. this change of 
language which the gentleman has just 
submitted written by the Department of 

. the Inter.ior or by our own staff? 
- Mr. JACKSON of Washington. This 
was prepared by our own committee . 
clerk. 

, Mr. JENSEN. I have no objection. 
Mr .. KEATING. Mr; Chairman; will 

the :gentleman yield? 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 

yield. · 
· Mr. KEATING. This is not entirely 

familiar to ·me and I should like to aslt 
the gentleman what would happen if we 
did not adopt the gentleman's amend
ment. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. · As I 
understand, there is substantive law 
Which provides that these receipts shall 
go · into specific funds in the Treasury, 
that under the basic ·law heretofore 
passed by the Congress certain people· are 
entitled to these receipts. ·I have offered 
these amendments simply in order to ac
commodate the point of order otiered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. They intro
duce no new . substance into the bill. 
Therefore, nothing will be accomplished 
by a failure to adopt these amendments. -
In fact, it will simply confuse the situa
tion. There will be no. savings by not 
agreeing to the amendments which we 
are offering in lieu of the matter stricken 
by the points of order. 
- Mr. KEATING. · In other words, to put 

it another way, if we did not adopt the 
amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Washington, it would not result in 
these sums being gathered into the 
United States Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Oh, 
no. It is my understanding that they are 
primarily funds allocated for a specific 
purpose and they do not go into the 
miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury. 
They would not go into the miscellaneous 
receipts of the Treasury if the amend
ment that I have offered in lieu of the 
language stricken out on the point of 
order were voted down. 

Mr. KEATING. And that is because of 
legislation heretofore enacted. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. That 
is correct. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I yield, 
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Mr. D'EWART. I wish to say that 

these amendments carry out the purpose 
of the Nicholson report, which was the 
result of a study under the direction of 
the President relating to the manage
ment and handling of public land. That 
report was made 2 or 3 years ago to the 
Secretary of the Interior. It contains 
certain recommendations in regard to 
the disposition of funds and the manage
ment of public lands, and these provisions 
in this bill carry out those recommenda
tions of the so-called Nicholson report. 

Mr. Chairman, we are at this time 
taking a second look at the Appropria
tions Committee report. Before we put 
the final seal of approval upon it, we 
must be sure that in our attempt to place 
the accent on economy, we have not 
actually increased the net Government 
expense through the curtailment of 
money making and money saving ac
tivities. 

Certain items of this nature are found 
in the program of the Bureau of Land 
Management, a program with which I 
am especially familiar. The items for 
land classification, for grazing adminis
tration and for range and watershed im
provement are of great importance to the 
West as well as to potential users of the 
public domain wherever they may reside. 

Land classification activities have made 
possible a realistic program for land use 
and land rehabilitation of abused public 
lands. Classification enables the Bureau 
to dispose of those isolated tracts of Fed
eral land where productive management 
is not practical. It discloses areas where 
erosion may cause excessive siltation of 
water storage facilities, an extremely im
portant consideration at this time when 
we are spending so much money for the 
construction of multipurpose dams and 
reservoirs on western rivers. All of this 
work, which saves money and reduces 
the cost of government, should be con
tinued with adequate land classification 
personnel. 

The committee has made reductions in 
the request for Grazing Administration, 
an item which I feel should be restored 
both in the interests of proper adminis
tration of the public domain and in the 
interests of the users of this land. This 
item is necessary to carry out the full 
program of the Taylor Grazing Act, 
which includes, as you will recall, five 
principal purposes: First, to stop injury 
to the public grazing lands by preventing 
overgrazing and soil deterioration; sec
ond, to provide for their orderly use, im
provement, and development; third, to 
effect an equitable apportionment of the 
grazing privileges among the owners of 
base properties outside of the districts 
and to issue grazing licenses, permits or 
leases in accordance with these deter
minations; fourth, to provide adequate 
supervision in order to insure proper use 
and to prevent trespass use; and fifth, to 
stabilize the livestock industry depend
ent upon the public range. 

The public domain is a great resource, 
of tremendous value to all the people of 
our Nation. It is an essential part of our 
economy in the West. It is in the inter
ests of all of us that it be properly man
aged, maintained, and used to the fullest 

advantage, and the comparatively small 
sums required to achieve these purposes 
are money well spent. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, this administration 

may well be proud of the job it conceiV(fS 
in the field of management-a job which 
the President's budget fully reflected this 
year. Many cuts have been made in this 
budget where there was evidence that 
these cuts could be made without dan
ger to the Nation's economy~ 

At the same time the President's budg
et recommended increases in appropria~ 
tions to a few agencies whose essential 
workload had increased greatly and 
whose operating load had demonstrated 
that they had wisely managed the funds 
allotted to them. An outstanding ex
ample is the Bureau of Land Manage
ment in the Department of the Interior. 
This agency, as you know, is responsible 
for the management of the public domain 
lands. The workload of this agency 
through applications of individuals, 
small businessmen, and large industrial
ists has more than doubled, yet the num
ber of persons available to handle these 
applications has decreased. The Bu
reau has cut corners in administration to 
the point that they have trebled the out
put per worker in the past 2 years. Still 
the individuals and businesses wanting to 
develop and use the public lands pour 

· in with applications. With increased ap
propriations it had hoped to permit an 
even better program for use of the pub
lic domain. Curtailment of funds from 
the President's budget will slow down the 
work and cause a terrific load to be placed 
on the Bureau of Land Management's 
meager staff. 

In my own State of California I have 
observed the job land office personnel are 
doing. They are carrying too heavy a 
load and that load is increasing as ap
plications for public land use increase. 
The item of $884,210 in contrast to the 
requested amount of $1,119,600 provides 
only for present operation in leasing and 
disposal of lands and mineral resources. 
In California and other States the Bu
reau of Land Management has received 
thousands of applications from disabled 
and other veterans of World War II for 
desert homesites. These applications 
cannot be handled promptly in spite of 
the recognized personal urgency of such 
cases without added appropriations. 

Increased appropriations to the land 
management functions of the Bureau of 
Land Management will actually result 
in a net decrease in Federal costs, since 
last year this agency collected $7 for 
every $1 spent. Aaded funds will, simi
larly, more than pay for themselves. 

In my considered judgment, the origi
nal estimate of $9,750,000 in the Presi
dent's budget for the Bureau of Land 
Management is an amount well justified 
on the basis of returns. Furthermore, 
Bureau officials have demonstrated that 
they know how to spend the Government 

money appropriated with the same care 
that would be exercised if it were their 
own. 

Mr. COMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at that point in the RECORD where 
debate was concluded on the point of 
order first offered by the gentleman from · 
New York [Mr. KEATING], which was 
subsequently withdrawn, and -on which 
the Speaker of the House, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN] spoke. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAmS 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE SERVICES 

For expenses, necesary to provide health, 
education, and welfare services for Indians, 
either directly or in cooperation with States 
and other organizations, including payment 
(in advance or from date of admission) of 
care, tuition, assistance, and other expenses 
of Indians in boarding homes, institutions, 
or schools; grants and other assistance tq 
needy Indians; maintenace of law and 
order, and payment of rewards for informa
tion or evidence concerning violations of 
law on Indian reservations or lands; opera
tion of Indian arts and crafts shops and 
museums; and per diem in lieu of subsist
ence and other expenses of Indians partici
pating in folk festivals; $37,929,000. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, we have just approved 
the item in the appropriation bill which 
provides funds for the general activities 
and services of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. 

In this connection, I wish to point out 
the need for an improvement in the ad
ministration of law and order on the av
erage Indian reservation and particu
larly on the Pine Ridge Reservation in 
South Dakota. 

I am told that so bad have conditions 
become that very few residents, white or 
Indian, within the boundaries of the 
reservation, feel safe to go out at night 
and · particularly to attend dances or 
other social gatherings after dark. 

There has been a complete breakdown 
of police protection. Within the past 
few years, several murders have been 
committed without charges being filed 
against suspects, much less convictions. 

Delegations have appealed to the 
Governor of the State, but dispatch of 
representatives from the State justice 
department have been met by the state
ment that they lack jurisdiction on In
dian lands. Now · a movement is under 
way to create a sort of vigilantes organi
zation among the people for their own 
protection. 

The situation seems to be the result in 
part of trying to turn the problem of 
law and order over to the so-called law 
and order set-up under the Indian reor
ganization act and in part the result 
of inadequate appropriations or improper 
allocation of funds. 
· Whatever the cause, the situation 

merits a c,iefintte investigation by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, and although I 
have previously discussed it with officials 
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of the Bureau, I wish to make it a matter 
of public record in connection with the 
passage of these appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CONSTRUCTION 

For construction, major repair, and im
provement of irrigation and power systems 
·buildings, utilities, roads and trails and 
other facilities; acquisition of lands a~d in
terests in lands; preparation of lands for 
farming; and architectural and engineering 
.services by contract; to remain available 
until expended,, $21,922,000, ·of which not to 
exceed $3,737,500 is for liquidation of obliga
tions incurred pursuant 'to authority previ
ously grantetl; and, in addition, the Secre
tary is authorized to enter into contracts for 
the purposes of this appropriation in an 
amount not to exceed $1,500,000. 

~r. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FERNANDEZ: 
On pag.e 225, line 24, strike out "$21,922,-

000" and msert "$22,422,000." 
On page 226, line 5, strike out "$1,500,000" 

and insert "$2,500,000." 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, in 

this appropriation bill our committee has 
cut down items affecting New Mexico 
but I am not going to quarrel with th~ 
judgment of the committee as to those 
items with the exception of this particu
lar one for the reason I believe that our 
committee in striking out the item which 
I attempt to restore by my amendment 
committed a very grievous error. 

In order that we may get the full facts 
before the committee, let me give the 
committee a short history of this situa
tion. The purpose of my amendment is 
to restore $1,500,000 authorized last fall 
by an act passed by the Congress for the 
construction of an Indian and non-In
dian hospital, a cooperative hospital to 
be used by Indians and non-Indians in 
Bernalillo County. ' 

The county of Bernalillo, of which the 
city of Albuquerque comprises about 90 
percent, 2 years ago floated bonds to 
build its own little hospital, and after 
it had floated these bonds, Mr. Hage
berg and Mr. Brophy, two of the finest 
men employed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, went to the county commission
ers and said, "We need a hospital for 
the Indians, and we are going to have 
to ask the Federal Government for an 
appropriation to build such a hospital. 
Why do we not join hands ·and build a 
joint hospital for both the use of the 
Indians and the use of the non-In
dians?" After several weeks of nego
tiations they finally came to an agree
ment. This agreement was put into the 
form of a bill . which was intrqduced by 
the New Mexico delegation and it was 
approved unanimously. · It paS:Sed the 
House and the Senate and went to the 
President for his signature. The Presi
dent in· signing the bill took. the very 

unusual step in commending it in these 
words: 

I wish to express my full approval of the 
basic objective of this legislation which is 
to e.n?ourage . the integration of hospital 
facillt1es for the care of Indians and non• 
In~ians in the s_ame community. 

· - The bill was approved by the Presi
dent and the Bureau of the Budget ap
proved the item of $1,500,000; $500,000 
m cash and $1,000,000 in contract au
thorizations. When it came to the com
mittee, some of the members of the 
committee, particularly the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. JACKSON], felt 
the same way about the excellent policy 
established by -such a law. But, when 
it came to marking up the bil there was 
some concern about the exact wording 
of the law and because of a misunder
standing, I am sure, the appropriation 
was disallowed. 
· The misunderstanding came about 

because of some o.f the language in the 
bill. The bill provided that for this 
$1,500,0CO, 100 beds be made available 
at all times to the Indians. It provided 
that the Federal Government pay for 
SO percent of those beds made available 
to the Indians and the State would then 
have to carry the other 20 percent free 
of charge. It also provided that when
ever it was thought necessary by the 
commissioners, the number of beds set 
aside for the Indians may be reduced, 
and that that may be done if in return 
the operator ·agreed that the minimum 
charge would be proportionately re
duced. The committee was not sure 
whether under that language, if the 
number of beds were reduced at any 
time, the county would have to agree 
or whether it was discretionary with the 
county. We at all times have inter
preted the law to mean that whenever 
they reduced those beds, the county, of 
course, would reduce the minimum pay
ment, but, of course, because of that 
misunderstanding, the item was dis
allowed. 

Since that time, after consultation 
with the members of the subcommittee 
I have taken up the matter with th~ 
county commissioners, so as to have a 
complete understanding_ about it, and 
I have now before me a telegram signed 
by the chairman of the county commis
sioners, Mr. Cornelius, and by Mr. 
Brunacini, chairman of the hospital 
board of trustees, which reads as 
follows: 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX., May 2, 1950. 
Hon. ANTONIO FERNANDEZ, 

Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. c.: 

Contracts with Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs will . include a provision whereby 1! 
p~rsuant to the act authorizing the appro
priation for county-Indian hospital at Albu
querque, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
reduces to less than 100 the number of beds 
required to be made available for Indians, 
the minimum payment to be made by said 
Commissioner will be proportionately re
duced, and whereby if beds reserved for In
dians are occupied by non-Indians said min
imum payments will be reduced by the op
erators in proportion to such non-Indian 
occupancy. This provision ls entirely satis
_factory to the Bernalillo County commis
sioners and the hospital board of trustees. 

We haye always understood this to be th& 
intent . <?f the authorization act as passed 
last fall.. · · 

. W. H. CORNELIUS, 
·- Chairman, County Commissioners. 

. CHARLES C. BRUNACINI, 
Chairman, Hospital Board of Trustees. . 

I think that that settles the question 
as to that rather ambiguous language, 

Let me call to your attention one rea
son why I am so anxious, and why I 
pl~ad with you, that this be restored. If 
this were an appropriation which we 
could consider ·next yea.r, which could 
be postponed, I would not ask the House 
how to amend tl~e bill. However, the 
county commissioners have their $1 000 -
O~O in the bank, and other money~ b~
s1des the bond money, on which they are 
paying interest to the bondholders. 
They have waited this long for the Fed
eral Government to do its part in au
thorizing and in carrying out its part of 
the agreement. If · this money is not 
made available this year, then the county 
commissioners of necessity must go 
ahead and build their own little hospital, 
and our opportunity to build a joint hos
pital will be gone. As a result, the Com
~issioner of Indian Affairs will have to 
come to Congress and get appropriations 
for a separate hospital. It will be much 
more expensive to the Federal Govern
ment, because it will have to construct 
equip, and operate it, through its ow~ 
personnel. 

. Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
· the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the gen .. 
tleman from Arkansas. .· 

Mr. NORRELL. I have been inter .. 
ested in the title to the hospital and the 
ground on which it is to be constructed. 
Will the gentleman explain how the title 
is going to be held, who will own it, or 
what part, or something about that? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. The tract of land 
on which the hospital will be built, if it 
is a joint hospital, is a tract of land 
where the Indian tuberculosis hospital 
is now located. This building will be 
adjacent to it. Under another act 
passed by the Congress, the Indian Office 
is authorized for this purpose to donate 
this land to the county. Consequently, 
the county will hold the title. 

Mr. NORRELL. Will there be any rec
ord title in the Federal Government .tor 
its share of the funds extended, includ
ing the lot on which it is 'being con ... 
structed? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. No; but of course 
the hospital will be dedicated to that 
purpose. Under the contract, it will be 
dedicated to that purpose in perpetuity. 
If at any time the county commissioners 
under this law should cea~e to operate it, 
then the Government may take it and 
operate it. 

Mr. NORRELL. Then when the hos
pital is constructed, as far as the legal 
title is concerned, it will be vested in the 
county in which it is located? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I could not make 
the assertion definitely without check
ing the law, but I think it is vested in the 
county with the right of reversion if it is 
not used for that purpose. I am not 
certain about that. 
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Mr. NORRELL. At any rate, it would 

not be vested, or any part of it, in the 
Federal Government? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. No; because it is 
a county hospital. 

Mr. NORRELL. That is the objection 
I have had to the item all the time. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. It is a county hos
pital, to be used for both the Indians and 
the non-Indians. In the use of the hos
pital, the county makes itself responsible 
for all expenses including any additions 
to the hospital and all the equipment of 
the hospital. The Federal Government 
is guaranteed the use of 100 beds, at least. 
Of course, we expect eventually to take 
over the health and hospital services for 
all Indians, and . this is a step in that 
direction. That I think is the policy set 
by Mr. Nichols, the present Indian Com
missioner, which is being followed by 
those two fine men in New Mexico, whom 
I mentioned, Mr. Brophy and · Mr. 
liagberg. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New Mexico has expired. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
four additional minutes . . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection . 
to the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. As I said if the 

appropriation is not made at this time 
then the law which was passed under 
the direction of the Committee on Public 
Lands will be completely nullified. It 
may be if our committee had been writ- · 
ing this law and had been making the 
arrangements we might have made dif
ferent arrangements perhaps as to the 
title, I will say to the gentleman from 
Arkansas, and perhaps as to the formula 
for participation. But we did not write 
this law. The legislative committee of 
this House, the Committee on Public 
Lands, after full study by the Bureau of 
the Budget and taking the amendments 
which the Bureau of the Budget sug
gested, passed the authorization. They 
had the responsibility and gave the terms 
of the law most careful consideration. 
Consequently if we do not appropriate 
the money this year we will have com
pletely nullified the act passed by this 
Congress for that purpose, and we will 
be arrogating to ourselves the respon
sibility already discharged by the legis
lative committee. 

There is another thing I want to call 
to the attention of the Congress and 
particularly to the attention of the gen
tleman from Arkansas who is worried a 
little bit about the title. Under this bill 
the authority to pay for these 80 percent 
of beds expires by the specific provisions 
of the act in 1954 and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs is then required to come 
back to the Congress and submit a report 
to us, in the light of its experience in · 
this enterprise. Then the Congress is 
at liberty to make any kind of formula 
for the operation of this bill that the 
Congress sees fit. That is a rather 
onerous provision which was imposed on 
the county commissioners, for despite 
the fact that the authority to pay for 
these 80 percent of beds expires in 1954, 

the provisions that the county shall con
tinue to carry and maintain not less than 
100 beds for the use of the Indians does 
not expire. They are obligated under 
this contract to that. So that if there 
ls something in favor of the county com
missioners which we might think is a 
little bit too favorable to them, there 
are these other provisions far more 
favorable to the Government, which we 
accepted because of the amendments 
suggested and required by the Bureau of 
the Budget. This is an experiment sub~ 
ject to adjustment, and the county au
thorities are willing to trust the good 
faith and good judgments of the Con
gress. Af/~ we here to have less trust 
and conffaence in the good faith and 
judgment of the Congress in the future? 

Before I conclude let m.e read to you 
from the testimony given in the commit
tee a statement made by the distin
guished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MARSHALL], in the consideration of this 
bill, which I think should be given con
sideration. He said: 

I would like to say also, Mr. Chairman, for 
the record that one of the greatest handicaps 
for the Indian Bureau working out some of 
these cooperative arrangements I think is a 
lack of getting through appropriations on 
time. It makes it very difficult to work out 
these cooperative arrangements with locsl 
people when appropriations are delayed and 
uncertain. I think that is quite a handicap 
to the Indian Bureau in that regard and I 
wish that some sort of a plan might be pro
moted to give local people a little better 
assurance in the future as to what you will 
do here so far as appropriations are con
cerned. 

I fully agree with that. If this appro
priation is not now granted despite the 
fact that the county commissioners have 
made their plans in reliance upon this 
law. and have expended upward of 
$75,000 in drawing up plans and specifi
cations, and have waited this long, pay
ing interest to bondholders on their 
money in the bank, if we do not now aP.
propriate the money notwithstanding 
the fact that they have acted in reliance 
upon this act, then we will thereby dis- · 
courage any further attempts along 
these lines in the future by these various 
communities, and it will be a retrogres
sive step in the attempt to integrate the 
health services of the Indians with those 
of the State. Such integration will save 
the Federal Government many more 
millions of dollars iil cost of hospital op
erations alone. Certainly one large hos
pital can be operated more efficiently 
and more economically. -

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, at the time this matter 
was considered in the committee I had 
some grave doubts as to the protection 
being accorded the Federal Government. 
Since that time I have had a number 
of discussions with the gentleman from 
New Mexico. So far as I am concerned, 
I am willing to accept the amendment 
on the fallowing conditions, and I desire 
to make this a part of the legislative 
history of this amendment: 

That no part of the appropriation or au
thorization herein made shall be available 

for the construction of a hospital pursuant 
to Public Law 438, approved October 31, 1949, 
unless the contract relating to such hospital 
between the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the proper authorities of the county 
of Bernalillo, State of New Mexico, shall in
clude a provision whereby if pursuant to 
said act the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
reduces to less than 100 the number of beds 
required to be made available for Indians, 
the operator shall agree that the minimum 
payment to be made by said Commissioner 
will be proportionately reduced, and whereby 
if beds reserved for Indians are occupied by 
non-Indians said minimum payment shall 
be reduced by the operator in proportion 
to such non-Indian occupancy. 

With that statement and on that con
dition, I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. I certainly do ap

preciate the action of the gentleman 
from Washington. lie has looked into 
this matter just as thoroughly as I have. 
We have been working at it ever since 
the committee met. This telegram which 
I have from the county commissioners 
does explicitly agree to those terms. 
Furthermore, the Indian Office has ad
vised me, and were supposed to have sent 
me a letter to this effect, but I have not 
yet received, that that has been a part 
of the contract. It will be -made a part 
of the contract. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The 
telegram has been read into the RECORD? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. The telegram has 
been read into the RECORD. 

The ClIAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JACK
SON J has expired. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, certainly I believe this 
liouse knows of my great interest in pre
serving the health of our Indian popula
tion. I do not believe the Indian service 
has any better champion than I have 
been to that service. But it seems to me 
we are certainly deviating from the 
straight arid narrow path as far as this 
Government is concerned. 

I have no objection to building a gen
eral hospital for the Indians, but in 
Albuquerque we have a very fine tubercu
lar institution for the Indians. Why we 
should help the State of New Mexico to 
build a hospital, not only for the Indians 
but for themselves, is beyond my com
prehension. Certainly the other States 
of the Union are entitled to some con
sideration. The great State of New Mex
ico is to be lauded for its part in the 
matter, but, at the same time, it seems 
to me they are helping themselves too, 
by getting a very fine hospital and 
wanting the Federal Government to pay 
a million and a half dollars toward that, 
and at the same time maintain hospital 
beds for a certain proportion of the In
dian patients when they are there. I 
just cannot see that. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the ·gentleman yield? -

Mr. FENTON. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. As a matter of 

fact, it was not the county commission
ers that wanted this done. It is a new 
policy of the Federal Government in try-
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fng to integrate the health services of 
the Indians with those of the whites. It 
was the . Indian Office . that brought .the 
proposition to them. It was the Indian 
Department that negotiated this matter. 
It is the Indian Office that wants us to 
do that. ~" · 

Mr. FENTON. Of course, I may say 
to the gentleman from· New Mexico that 
if we listen to the Indian Bureau, on 
medical matters, according to their past 
performance, then the Indians are in a 
poor way. That is all I have to say about 
that. 

Now, may I refer to the report. This is 
not my language in the report, but it 
reflects the opinion of all the members 
of the subcommittee: 

The amount of $500,000 cash and $1,000,000 
in contract authority requested ·for the con
struction of a hospital at Albuquerque, N. 
Mex., is not approved. 

I did not write that language but it 
did reflect the opinion of all members of 
the subcommittee. Although the con:. 
struction of this hospital is authorized by 
act of Congress, the committee is un- . 
willing to recommend. the appropriation 
requested for this purpose. This does hot 
appear t o be a hospital which would pro
vide benefits for Indians commensurate 
with the expenditures planned. Cer
tainly, for $1 ,500,000, if there are only a 
few Indians in the hospital, they are not 
getting full value for what we are put
ting into it. 

. Th e proposed arrangement for having this 
hospital operated by t h e county in which 
it would be located, and the ambiguous pro
visions of t he law · respect in·g its operation 
h ave convinced t he commit tee that it would 
be a bad precedent to appropriate funds for 
this construct ion. 

I call particular attention to that por-
tion of the report. · · 

The subcommittee was in full accord; 
arid,° certainly, I for one have been very 
favorable to helping the Indians. I am 
not convinced that a general hospital for 
the Indians is so necessary in that par
t icular section of the country. If ·addi
t ional Indian hospital facilities ·are to 
be built from money appropriated by 
this Congress, I think it should be in the 
form of an addition to the present In
dian hospital in Albuquerque. 
· Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
. Mr. FENTON. I yield. 
Mr. J ENSEN. I wish to inform the 

House that the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. FENTON], a medical doctor, 
has been very active in trying to do 
everything he could for sick Indians. I 
can understand why he takes the posi
t ion he does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
g.entleman from Pennsylvania has ex
pired. 

Mr. JENSEN. · Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
f rom Pennsylvania may proceed for two 
addit ional minutes. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? · · · · 
. There was no objection. . 

Mr . JENSEN.- I certainly hesitate to 
go against Dr. FENTON's position, and I 

shall not do it, because not only myself 
but most of the members of the com
mittee have followed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on everything pertaining 
to the health of Indians. · 

The gentleman ·knows, does he not, 
that we made recommendations-or at 
least, I die!' after visiting the TB hospital 
in Albuquerque a few years ago; I rec
ommended that we double the· capacity 
of that hospital. There are something 
over 120 beds there now. The head of 
that hospital told me that with an extra 
doctor and a couple of extra nurses they 
could handle another 120 patients. No 
attention was paid to that recommenda
tion. I am sorry they did not follow 
through in building an additi'dh to the 
present TB hospital. 

-I hesitate, as does the doctor, to do 
anything that would hinder the Indians 
from getting the benefits they deserve 
and need; but I also hesitate to take 
issue with Dr. FENTON, who has taken 
care of this matter of Indian health not 
only for the minority side but also for 
the majority side of the committee for 
quite some years. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FENTON. I yield. 
.Mr. TABER. Does the gentleman con

tend that this amendment is not neces
sary or desirable in the interest of In
dian health? 

Mr. FENTON. That is absolutely cor
rect, and I believe the subcommittee was 
of that frame of mind. We have no ob
jection to hospitals being built for the 
Indians, but we feel that we should have 
some say in the matter; and, certainly, 
as my friend from Arkansas [Mr. NOR
RELL] pointed out, there are certain le- · 
gal aspects of this problem as to title 
that are far from being cleared up. 

'Mr. TABER. In view of what the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania has said, it 
seems to me that we ought to follow the 
judgment of those who have studied this · 
thing thoroughly, as he has. 

Mr . . MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the authorization bill 
in regard to this matter came to our com
mittee first, the Indian · Affairs Subcom
mittee of the Committee on Public Lands, 
it then went to the Public Lands Com
mittee of the House and was reported 
in turn by that committee. I hope the 
members of this Committee of the 
Whole will restore this amount and will 
approve the pending amendment be
cause it seems to me that to do other
wise is to more or less abandon a pro
gram. that we have already agreed upon. 
We want to assimilate the Indians fully 
into our society. We just passed a bill 
h_ere a day or so ago involving the city 
of Salamanca in New York based upon 
that very theory of assimilating the In
dians into our society of giving them more 
autonomy of not considering them sec
ond-rate citizens but of giving them 
fuller status of citizenship. 

~ This amen~ment is in keeping with 
that program. .It will be a good eco
nomic move in the long run ·and is a 
move in the right direction, not only in 
the matter of assimilation but in the mat-

ter of integration · of integrating the re
sources and the strength and the finan
cial power of the local comr-iunity, the 
county in this instance, with the United 
States Government so that each may 
supplement the other and help the other, 
a joint effort, if you please, beneficial to 
both parties, beneficial to the good peo
ple in that particular county and benefi
cial to our Indian friends. 

Mr. Chairman, certainly this is in keep
ing with the program that we have, so 
far, it seems to me, already agreed upon. 
The authorization bill is a public law 
now and the authority therefore has been 
given. As I recall it, the President of 
the United States complimented the Con
gress at the time it passed such a law. 
I know a great many people did. So it 

·seems to me in the long run it would be 
for economy, it would be in keeping with 
a program we have already agreed upon, 
it would be doing justice to our Indian 
frie11ds, it would be helpful to every.body 
involved and, really, I cannot see why 
there should be any opposition to this 
amendment. · 

.Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · · 

Mr. MORRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FENTON. I know the gentleman 
is a great admirer of the Indians and 
rightly so because he comes from a great 
State which has treated the Indians very 
fine. 

·Mr. MORRIS. We have tried to . 
Mr. FENTON. Of course, the great 

State of Oklahoma does not ask for a 
hospital like this for its Indians. 

Mr. MORRIS. I beg the gentleman's 
pardon? 

Mr. FENTON. The great State of Ok
lahoma would not come in and request 
this ldnd of legislation? 

Mr. MORRIS. ·we would have no ob
jection to this kind of legislation, I am 
certain we would not; in fact, we hope 
to have some similar legislation in the 
future. · 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORRIS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota. · 

Mr. MARSHALL. May I say to our 
distinguished friend this hearing was a 
very complete one. We had people from 
Bernalillo County who went into the mat
ter very thoroughly with the Committee 
on Public Lands and the committee unan
imously agreed that this is a very worth
while projeet. We complimented the 
people in that area for the attitude they 
were taking in connection with our In
dian brethren. We felt it was one of the 
most forward steps we had taken in try
i:ng to make the Indians a part of our 
society. I would feel very bad, I would 
regret very much, if now we would break 
faith with the people who had confidence 
in the Committee on Public Lands in its 
dealing with that problem. 
· Mr. MORRIS. I thank the gentleman 

fbr his contribution. He is a member of 
our committee, he works faithfully and 
is interested, inten3ely, in the Indian 
problem and has given it a lot of study. 
His judgment, in my opinion, should carry 
great weight with this Congress. 
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Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 

Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORRIS. I yield to the gentle

man from New Mexico. 
I The CHAIRMAN. The time Of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle
man may proceed for three additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. This law is mere

ly one of the various laws that we have 
been adopting here lately in pursuance 
of a new policy which the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN], on the other 
side of the aisle, has stressed time and 
again, and one that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FENTON] and many 
others have stressed who have been 
studying the Indian problem. That is 
the problem of integrating rather than 
segregating the Indians. Our country 
would be happy to take them over and 
they expect to do it in time, but in build
ing this hospital they want a little help 
at the present time, and that is all they 
asked for when the suggestion was made 
to them. It was done, as I say, by Mr. 
Brophy and Mr. Hageberg, who believe 
in that policy; a forward-looking policy. 
If this is not accomplished, it will be a 
retrogressive step in that policy. I do 
not know whether they have one in 
Oklahoma, but they passed one in Mon
tana exactly like this. We have com
plained about the fact that the Indians 
do not have a single, solitary accred
ited hospital. They are unable to do 
so, because the Government has to spend 
a lot of money trying to get sta:fis and 
have not been able to do it. Now, in 
joining hands with the State, under a 
State administration, the hospital will · 
be constructed and it will be fully accred
ited, and the Indians as well as the non
Indians will gain. Furthermore, it will 
be more expensive to the Government 
to turn this thing down, after it has 
been passed by the Congress, and that 
will be the effect unless we have the ap
propriation this year. It will be penny 
wise and pound foolish. It is not econ
omy to deny these funds; it is economy 
to provide them and have the State run 
this hospital through its own staff and 
through its own officials in its own in
tegrated system. 

Mr. MORRIS. Let me say this in 
conclusion. The Indian problem, I 
think, is recognized, by practically all, 
if not all of us, as being a national prob
lem. Uncle Sam, the Federal Govern
ment, has been building Indian hospitals 
for a long time and maintaining them, 
and it is now doing so. It seems to me 
that we ought to be grateful to the peo
ple in the great State of New Mexico 
who offer to help pay the bill. This is 
a program of economy for Uncle Sam. 
Heretofore Uncle Sam has been foot
ing all the bills in matters of this kind 
and certainly we must take care of those 
Indians out there and see that they are 
given the same health opportunities that 
our other Indian friends are given, and 

unless ·we do this jointly then it will 
be incumbent upon Uncle Sam to pay 
all of the bills. But these people in New 
Mexico off er to pay about half of the 
bills, or at least a large part of them, 
so why should we object to that. It just 
does not seem reasonable to me that we 
should. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment and all amendments thereto 
do now close. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Mexico [Mr. FERNANDEZ]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <~anded by Mr. FERNANDEZ), 
there were-ayes 32, noes 29. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. FERNANDEZ 
and Mr. FENTON. 

The Committee again divided, and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
57, noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The unexpended balances of appropria

tions heretofore made, including unused bal
ances of related contract authorizations, un
der the heads "Construction, and so forth, 
buildings and utilities, Indian Service,'' 
"Construction, and so forth, irrigation sys
tems, Indian Service,'' "Roads, Indian Serv
ice," "Navajo and Hopi construction and 
maintenance services," and "Acquisition of 
lands for Indian tribes,'' shall be transferred 
to and merged with this appropriation. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wed. 

Mr. Chairman, when the appropriation 
for the Indian Bureau came before the 
Subcommittee on Interior Appropria
tions certain testimony was given that 
subcommittee regarding money provided 
for Indian education in California, and 
other costs of the supervision of the In
dian Bureau in that State. 

The gentlemen on the committee will 
concur with me th::-,t certain Indians 
testified they desired independence from 
the Indian Bureau. Whether or not those 
Indians could be properly said to repre
sent all the Indians of California or 
whether the testimony they gave was 
complete is not for me to discuss today. 
Neither is it for me to discuss whether 
or not the Indian Bureau should remove 
itself completely, or when, from the 
State of California. 

The fact that we have for some 100 
years professed to be trying to give the 
Indians their own independence, espe
cially those Indians of the so-called Mis
sion Indian Bands, and yet have not 
give!} them freedom, is something that 
requires discussion and action by the 
legislative committee. It is a fact that, 
whatever the case may be, it would be 
very difficult for the Indians if the sub
committee were to maintain the situa
tion which now exists in this bill. The 
subcommittee removed all appropriations 
for Indian education, for the building of 
Indian schools, and for educational facil
ities in California. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PIDLLIPS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. D'EW ART. Last fall I had the op
portunity to visit your mission school at 
Riverside, Calif., which is attended by 
several hundred Navajo Indians. I was 
amazed at the good work that school is 
doing and the education they are giving 
to the Indians. I think it would be too 
bad if the school is not carried on. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. I .believe it is the con
tention of the chairman of the subcom
mittee that the funds for this particular 
school were not excluded from the bill. 

I yield to the distinguished chairman 
of the subcommitee. 

Mr. KIRWAN. If an injustice has 
been done ·to the Indians in California, 
I can assure the gentleman that when 
this bill goes to conference, after the 
Senate holds its hearings and we mark 
up the bill, I will make every effort to 
see th~t the injustice is corrected. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. I knew he would do 
that. My point was simply that, even 
if the intent of the subcommittee to give 
independence to the Indians were car
ried out, it should not be done suddenly 
but should only be done when the State 
itself is given sufficient notice to arrange 
for educational facilities, the responsibil
ity for which would then devolve upon 
the State. 

I now yield to the distinguished chair
man of the legislative subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
MORRIS]. 

Mr. MORRIS. This matter has dis
turbed me greatly, inasmuch as I am 
chairman of the subcommittee dealing 
with it. After I found out the status of 
the present bill, I started an investigation 
to determine just what the effect is. I 
believe I have been reliably informed 
that all funds for the great State of 
California involving Indians have been 
completely eliminated. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. That 
would be a very serious matter. 

Mr. MORRIS. I think it is a serious 
matter. I know the distinguished chair
man of this subcommittee, the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. KIRWAN] will 
see that that wrong is righted, if it is 
humanly possible for him to do so. I 
hope we will not .continue with a situa
tion like that. For certainly, in my 
judgment, we should not cut off all the 
funds from the great State of California 
for the Indian Service, at least in one fell 
swoop. If we are going to do it, It 
should be done gradually. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I yield 
to my friend, the gentleman from Ari
zona [Mr. MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to confirm 
what the gentleman has just stated. I 
do not believe the Indians who appeared 
before the committee were testifying 
for all the Indians of California. This 
is a very serious matter and I hope 
the cut that has been made can be re
stored. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 6303 
I yield to the gentleman from Cali

fornia [Mr. SCUDDER]. 
Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, I am 

very happy to see the trend of thought 
here today because a great injustice has 
been done to the California Indians. 
The supposed representatives of the 
Indians, .appearing before the commit
tee, made statements which were not 
facts. The Hoopa authorization bill 
passed by the Congress last year, which 
I introduced and which was signed by 
ti'-? President, provided the necessary 
funds for the construction of the school 
facilities at the Hoopa Reservation, 
which funds are deleted entirely in the 
appropriation bill. The Indian and Fed
eral holdings in that area do not develop 
any taxable property. The tax rate in 
the area is $1.55 and the entire amount 
raised by taxes every year is $560 on a 
small amount of personal property. 
They cannot build their own school 
facilities and must depend on Federal 
contribution; the State of California pro
vides funds for the education of these 
Indian children; the Federal Govern
ment most certainly should provide the 
housing facilities. I have taken this 
problem up with the Senate committee 
and hope that the funds are reinstated. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I con
cur with the gentleman and say in con
clusion that I shall offer no amendment 
here, to restore the funds deleted, having 
confidence that the matter will be cor
rected in the other body. 

Mr. ENGLE of California. Mr. Chair-. 
man, I ask; unanimous consent to extend. 
my remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from . 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ENGLE of California. Mr. Chair

man, I wish to associate myself with the 
remarks made by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PHILLIPS]. California 
h~s been mistreated in the striking of all 
of the funds for the Indians of Cali
fornia. It was done on-the statement of 
one man to the effect that he represented 
the Indians of California. The State au
thorities were never given an opportunity 
to be heard, nor were any other Indian 
groups who dispute the statement that 
they were properly represented, or rep
resented at all, by the gentleman who ap
peared before the Appropriations Sub
committee. As a matter of fact, the 
Governor of California, the superintend
ent of public instruction, and many of 
the officials of local government vigor
ously protest the ·withdrawal of these 
funds. Many Indian groups have pro
tested to me and to other California Con
gressmen. It will inflict an unfair hard
ship on the Indians of California and 
upon local £1,nd State school and health 
agencies. It is discriminatory against 
California. When all Indians in every 
State are deprived· of Federaf funds as 
a matter of national policy we will be 
willing to take our cut along with the 
rest. But as long as that is not done, 
the California Indians should not be 
treated any differently than the others, 
and our state should not be required to 
talrn over and carry a burden which is a 

Federal obligation and which is not im
posed similarly on other States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (except the revolving fund for loans) 
shall be available for personal services in the 
District of Coll.~mbia; p~rchase (not to exceed 
227, of which 220 shall be for replacement 
only) and hire of passenger-motor vehicles, 
which may be used for the transportation 
of Indians; printing and binding, including 
illustrations and purchase of reprints; pur
chase of ice for official use of employees; 
services as authorized by section 15 of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (5 U. S. C. 55a), in
cluding not to exceed $5,000 for expenditure 
at rates for inqividuals not in c,xc&S's of $100 
per diem on irrigation and powe'll' matters, 
when authorized by the Secretary; and ex
pem:es required by continuing or permanent 
treaty :r;rovisions. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENSEN: On 

page 227, after line 12, add the following 
new paragraph: 

"Not to exceed $1,000,000 of the funds 
herein provided for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs shall be available for travel expenses." 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is in the same category as 
the one I offered earlier in the afternoon 
in connection with the Bonneville Power 
Administration. 

The ~mendment seeks to reduce the 
travel p9,y for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs from $1,400,000 to an even $1,000,-
000, a reduction of $400,000. 

If every Member of this House, if every 
American who can understand the Amer
ican language, would have the privilege 
of knowing some of the things that are 
going on in the Indian Bureau, I am sure 
there would not be very little opposition 
to this amendment. Certainly the Bu
reau of Indian Affairs has done a great 
many things that were neither good for 
the .Indians nor good for America in gen-. 
era! as most of you know, I am sure. 

Here they are asking for $1,400,000 
just for travel expenses. It is criminal, 
purely and simply criminal, for the 
American taxpayers to pay $1,400,000. 
just for travel expenses for the officials 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
Mr. VURSELL. Of course, a lot of us 

do not know anything about this. Where 
are they going to travel? 

Mr. JENSEN. Well, we have an In
dian Office here in Washington. Then 
we have a half dozen regional offices 
scattered all over the country. Then we 
have district offices, and we have local 
offices, and we have reservation offices, 
and they are filled with a lot of folks that 
do not have much else to do than travel 
around over the country, · and so ·they 
just travel, when a letter or a telephone 
call would do just as well and possibly 
better. That is the ·answer. In fact, if 
I had my way, every regional office in the 
Indian ·Bureau w<;>uld be .· abolished; in 
fact, we .djd abolish some of them during 
the Eightieth Congress, and it was good 
for the Indians. · 

Mr. VURSELL. . How much are we 
spending on the Indians now? 

Mr. JENSEN. The budget request for 
the fiscal year 1951 was the sum of 
$35,996,375. Our committee reduced that 
amount to $76,293,000, a reduction of 
$9, 703,375, which is by far the greatest 
amount ever before requested for the 
Bureau. But I am afraid the · Indian 
people will not benefit anywhere near in 
proportion. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I intend to 
off er such an amendment as the gentle
man has suggested on page 229, to abol
ish these regional Indian offices and cut 
out the appropriation. 

Mr. JENSEN. I shall be glad to sup
port the gentleman's amendment if it 
is clean-cut and will actually save some 
money. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. . Talking about 
travel expense, that is where the great 
increase comes in, traveling back and 
forth between reg_ional offices. 

Mr. JENSEN. And doing nothing but 
trying to tell the Indians what they . 
should do; when, generally s.peaking, the 
Indians are smarter than the white folks 
who are trying to tell them a lot of stuff 
they already know. 

I am sorry that Mr. William Brophy . 
was not able to continue his work. He 
was the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
for a couple of years and was doing fine 
work. Then he got sick and had to re
sign over a year or so ago. Since that 
time we have been going back to about 
the same kind of mess we had when Mr. 
Collier was Commissioner of Indian 
Afiairs. For the past few months we 
have had a Commissioner of Indian Af
fairs by the name of Nichols, but he had 
too much common sense; he was doing 
too good a job. They could not handle 
him and so they replaced him with one 
Dillon Myer, who tried to handle the 
Japanese concentration camps during. 
the war, and I have been told by good 
authority that they had more trouble 
with Dillon Myer than they did with all 
the ;Japanese in those camps. 

Listen to this, my colleagues: Here is 
what Col. W. D. Archie, of military police, 
who had considerable to do with Jap
anese concentration camps during World 
War II, had to say in his own newspaper, 
the Shenandoah Sentinel, of Shenan
doah, Iowa, about the recent appoint
ment of Dillon Myer as Commissioner of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs: 

ALONG THE BANKS OF THE NISHNA 
(By W. D. Archie) 

Dillon F. Myer has been chosen as head of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs by President 
Truman; It sickens me to think such a 
thing can happen in our Government. It 
shows what a low state we are in, and why 
such -men as Senator -McCARTHY are forced 
to such extremes to try to clean up the sor:
did Washington mess among Government 
employees. Not that Myer is not a. good 
American. He is just inefficient. 

This Dillon Myer is one of the original 
New Dealers. He has little ability but plen~ 
ty of pull. He gets into trouble in every job 
he ·is given ·but is immediately transferred 
to a better one every time this happens. 
During the war he headed the Japanese re-:
location camps and I personally had contact 
with these camps. ·He - made more trouble 
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than did all the Japs in the camps. Every 
decision he made was on the basis of new 
dealism. Along toward the end of the war 
it got so bad he was transferred. But he 
didn't lose his job with the Government. 
Instead he was soon found to be heading one · 
of the big housing jobs. 

Now he is to head the important Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. The poor Indians. They 
have been mistreated by our Government 
from the very beginning and now they must 
suffer with this man Myer. And as I said 
in the beginning it is sickening that such a 
thing can happen in our Government. 

I trust my amendment will be adopted. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the. 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
similar to the one previously offered in 
connection with the Bonneville Power 
Administration. I hope the Committee 
will vote it down. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON o( Washington. I 
yield. 

Mr. KENNEDY. How do they spend 
all this million and a half? What is it 
used for? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I may 
state to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts that the amount approved for 
the current fiscal year is $1,030,000. 
The Budget estimate for the fiscal year 
was $1,400,023. 

We must take into consideration that 
the program, particularly for hospitali
zation, and for schools, represents a 
substantial expansion in this bill. In 
addition, per diem costs were raised 
from $6 to $9 by the Congress last year 
and we are bound by that law; also, the 
mileage cost for the use of private auto
mobiles was also increased. Further
more, the area covered by the Indian 
Service is very substantial. If you look 
at a map of New Mexico and Arizona 
you will see what tremendous areas have 
to be covered and what a transportation 
problem this offers. The Indian reser
vations in these States are larger than 
some States of the Union. To admin
ister such a tremendous program entails 
some expense. 

Our subcommittee wants to hold costs 
down and we have cut the Indian Bu
reau substantially. We have tried to 
approve those iteiµs relating to hospital
ization, education, and to approve also 
programs that have been suggested to 
get the Indians off the reservation into 
jobs where they can be assimilated into 
the community. That is our objective. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that all debate on the pending 
amendment do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a. 
division <demanded by Mr. JACKSON, of 
Washington) there were-ayes 40, noes 
51. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr .. JENSEN 
and Mr. JACKSON of Washington. 

The Committee again divided; and 
the tellers reported that there were
ayes 49, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CLAIMS AND TREATY OBLIGATIONS 

For fulfilling treatiel? with Senecas and 
Six Nations of New York, Choctaws and 
Pawnees of Oklahoma, and payment to In
dians of Sioux reservations, to be expended 
as prov~ded by law, such amounts as may be 
necessary after June 30, 1950. 

; .PROCEEDS FROM POWER 

After Jiune 30, · 1950, not to exceed the 
amount ot power revenues covered into the 
Treasury to the credit of each of the power 
projects, including revenues credited prior 
to August 7, 1946, shall be available for the 
purposes authorized by section 3 of the act 
of August 7, 1946 (Public Law 647), as 
amended, including printing and binding, in 
connection with the respective projects from 
which such revenues are derived. 

Mr.. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the language 
appearing on page 227, lines 13 to 18, in
clusive, and on page 227, lines 19 to 25, 
inclusive, and page 228, lines 1 and 2 on 
the ground that it is permanent legisla
tion on an appropriation bill. 

The language to which the point of 
order is made is as follows: 

CLAIMS AND TREATY OBLIGATIONS 

For fulfilling treaties with Senecas and 
Six Nations of New York, Choctaws and 
Pawnees of Oklahoma, and payment to In
dians of Sioux reservations, to be expended 
as provided by law, such amounts as may 
be necessary after June 30, 1950. 

PROCEEDS FROM POWER 

After June 30, 1950, not to exceed the 
amount of power revenues covered into the 
Treasury to the credit of each of the power 
projects, including revenues credited prior 
to August 7, 1946, shall be available for the 
purposes authorized by section 3 of the act 
of August 7, 1946 (Public Law 647), as 
amended, including printing and binding, in 
connection with the respective projects from 
which such revenues are derived. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from Washington desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I concede both points of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 
the points of order. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JACKSON of 

Washington: On page 227 after line 12 in
sert the following: 

"CLAIMS AND TREATY OBLIGATIONS 

"For fulfilling treaties with Senecas and 
Six Nations of New York, Choctaws and 
Pawnees of Oklahoma, and payment to In
dians of Sioux reservations, to be expended 
as provided by law, such amounts as may be 
necess~ry during the current fiscal year. 

"PROCEEDS FROM POWER 

"Sums not in excess of the amount of 
power revenues covered into the Treasury 
to the credit of each Of the power projects. 
including revenues credited prior to August 
'1, 1946, to be available for the purposes au
thorized by section 3 of the act of August 7, 

1946 (Public Law 647), as amended, includ
ing printing and binding, in connection with 
the respective projects from Which such reve- . 
nues ai:e derived." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TRIBAL FUNDS 

In addition to the tribal funds authorized 
to be expended by existing law, there is 
hereby appropriated $2,525,465 from tribal 
funds not otherwise available for expendi
ture for the benefit of Indians and Indian 
tribes, including pay and travel expenses of 
employees; care, tuition and other assistance 
to Indian children attending public and pri
vate schools (which may be paid in advance 
or from date of admission); purchase of land 
and improvements on land, title to which 
shall be taken in the name of the United 
States in trust for the tribe for which pur
chased; lease of · lands and water rights; 
printing and binding; compensation and ex
penses of attorneys and other persons em
ployed by Indian tribes under approved con
tracts; pay, travel and other expenses of tri
bal officers, councils, and committees thereof, 
or other tribal organizations, including mil
eage for use of privately owned automobiles 
and per diem in lieu of subsistence at rates 
established administratively but not to ex
ceed those applicable to civilian employees 
of the Government; relief of Indians, with
out regard to section 7 of the act of May 27, 
1930 ( 46 Stat. 391), including cash grants; 
and employment of a recreational director 
for the Menominee Reservation and a cura
tor for the Osage Museum, each of whom 
shall be appointed with the approval of 
the respective tribal councils and without 
regard to the classification laws: Provided, 
That $100,000 of the amount appropriated 
herein shall be available from the judgment 
fund appropriated for the Indians of Cali
fornia by section 203 of the act of April 25, 
1945 (59 Stat. 77), to be advanced for com
pensation and expenses of attorneys and 
other persons employed by any tribe, band, 
or other identifiable group of Indians of 
California under contracts approved by the 
Secretary, each such advance creating a 
charge on any judgment or · settlement won 
by such tribe, band, or group, J,'eimbursable 
out of such judgment or settlement, with 
interest at 4 percent per annum, to the 
judgment fund of the Indians of Califor
nia: Provided further, That in addition to 
the amount appropriated herein, tribal funds 
may be advanced to Indian tribes for such 
purposes as may be designated by the gov
erning body of the particular tribe involved 
and approved by the Secretary. Any tribal 
funds advanced under th.is authority shall 
be reported to the Congress in the annual 
budget for the next succeeding fiscal year. 

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order, on the ground that it is 
legislation on an appropriation bill, 
against the language commencing with 
the word "Provided" in line 3, page 229, 
reading: 

That $100,000 of the amount appropriated 
herein shall be available from the judgment 
fund appropriated for the Indians of Cali
fornia by section 203 of the Act of April 
25, 1945 (59 Stat. 77), to be advanced for 
compensation and expenses of attorneys and 
other persons employed by any tribe, band, 
or other identifiable group of Indians of Cali• 
fornia under contracts approved by the Sec
retary, each such advance creating a charge 
on any judgment or settlement won by such 
tribe, band, or group, reimbursable out of 
such Judgment or settlement, with interest 
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at 4 percent per annum, to the judgment 
fund of the Indians of California. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from Washington desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I concede the point of order. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 

the point of order. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WHITE of Idaho: 

On page 229, after line 21, insert the follow
ing: 

"No part of the funds herein appropriated 
under the head 'Bureau of Indian Affairs• 
shall be used for the establishment or main
tenance in the United States, exclusive of 
Alaska, of area offices of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs by whatever term such offices may be 
designated or for the compensation of em
ployees in such offices, but this limitation 
shall not prevent the allocation of funds, 
otherwise expendable . in connection with 
such area offices. for use in the improve
ment of services rendered to Indians in their 
home communities." 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho: Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment when passed will abolish 
the so-called area offices of the Indian 
Bureau located in various cities of the 
United States. In offering this amend
ment it is not proposed to reduce the 
appropriation of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, but that such funds be utilized 
for the improvement of services· in their 
home communities. The program of 
maintaining an area office by the Indian 
Bureau has been in existence for several 
years. Many of these regional · offices 
have been abolished at one time or an
other, but have always managed to crop 
up again under different names, and at 
the present time 11 area offices are now 
in existence. The contention of the Bu
reau of Indian Affairs· is that they can 
give better services to Indians by decen
tralizing authority between Washington 
and the Indian reservations. Under this 
three-level system of administration the 
Indians have experienced such incon
veniences as lack of local government 
services, delay by additional red tape, 
and general inefficiency which has 
stymied the progress of the Indians 
whom the administration of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs is intended to help. 

The following data, compiled from 
the many communications received in 
favor of this proposed amendment, pro
duce irrefutable evidence to justify the 
abolishment of the area-office method of 
administration of Indian affairs. 

DISADVANTAGES OF AREA OFFICES 

First. Geographic locations: Area of
fices are usually located in cities hun
dreds of miles away, where the Indian 
Bureau representatives are not in con
tact with Indian problems and are not 
aware of reservation needs. 

Second. Misleading theory in author
ity delegation : While the area-office idea 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs was to 
decentralize authority from Washington 
to the field where it would be readily ac
cessible to Indians on reservations, this 
theory of middleman-area office by rank 
of position has automatically absorbed 

essential authority from reservations; it 
is the belief of the Indians that, because 
of their proper locations in the field, the 
reservation superintendents are in daily 
contact with their Indians' problems and 
should, therefore, retain the final au
thority in important recommendations 
to Washington . 

Third. Slows up procedures: In mat
ters requiring immediate decisions, the 
problems are first routed to the area 
offices to secure their recommendations, 
before they are passed on to the final 
authority, which is the. Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in Washington, D. C. 

Fourth. Encourages irrational deci
sions: In many cases, recommendations 
in important decisions are given arbi
trarily by the area directors who, being 
miles a way from Indian reservations, 
and, due to lack of sufficient time for 
thorough investigations of cases in
volved, would naturally lack first-hand 
information . to give such problems just 
recommendations. 

Fifth. "Mice will play when cat is 
away": When authority is delegated 
from Washington to the· field, it should 
be given to the reservation superintend- · 
ents; or, better still, to the Indians them
selves. No authority should be dele-

_g_ated to a "no-man's-land" between 
Washington and the reservations. What 
is done by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and his staff in Washington is 
under constant scrutiny by Congress; 
and what is done by the reservation su
perintendent and his staff in the field 
is under constant scrutiny by the 
Indians. But what is done in area offices 
far from Washington and far from any 
Indian reservation is not subject to any- _ 
body's scrutiny and is productive .. of 
waste and delay.-

Sixth. Prevents Indian participation: 
Where an area office is hundreds of miles · 
away, in some ca.ses, . more than 600 
miles, the Indians cannet participate in 
a program intended for them ·because 
of lack of proper guidance and protec
tion by Indian service personnel, and 
hence lose all interest in any beginning 
toward the Government's plans for In
dian self-government. This system en
courages the Bureau to cling to the now 
obsolete idea of working out problems for 
the Indians, rather than the doctrine 
they preach of working with them to solve 
their own problems. 

Seventh. Deprives Indians of needed 
services: The operation of the area 
office system of administration has re
sulted in the separation of personnel 
badly needed on the reservation agen
cies, such as extension workers, nurses, 
Indian police, judges, and other positions 
most essential to the needs of the res
ervations; and funds denied from these 
positions have been used to establish and 
maintain the area offices. 

Eighth. Waste of taxpayers' money: 
The three-level system of Indian Bu
reau administration is a waste of tax
payers' money, since it is used to main
tain an expensive yet mythical branch 
of the Indian service which is of no 
value to Indians in their intended pro
gram of progress. It misrepresents 

what would be the true objectives of 
the Indian service, with its top-heavy 
emphasis in merely perfecting standards 
of operations within the Bureau to pro
tect its employees, at the expense of 
denying the Indians' greatest need for 
moral, social, and economic development. 
The existence of any branch of the In
dian service can only be justified by the 
services it renders to Indians, and the 
area offices are a far cry in their present 
status, to be of any value whatsoever to 
Indians within their reservations. 

Ninth. Establishment lacks Indians' 
consent: Tbe establishment of area 
offices which unjustly deprived the Indi
ans of Indian service personnel on their 
reservations, was carried out in secrecy, 
without due consent of the Indians. · 

Tenth. Road to false freedom: Ninety 
percent of the Indians residing, within 
Indian reservations are at present 
against the program of so-called In
dian emancipation. Although the In
dians have never been directly informed, 
this area-office program of withdrawal 
f~om Indian reservations fits into a 
pattern using the area-office system as 
a. painless method of emancipating the 
Indians, better referred to by the Indians 
a~ "false freedom." The Indians' rea
son for opposing such a measure is that 
if in their present status, and without 
further preparations, their wardship 
s~ould be removed, they would fall prey 
to land-hungry, non-Indian exploiters 
who would eventually deprive them of 
land and property upon which hinges 
their very existence. This area-office· 
method, withdrawing personnel from 
reservations, is a make-believe that In
dians are about ready to be turned loose 

. and is certainty paving the via"y to just 
.su·ch a false freed om. 

Eleventh. Area-office abolition recom
m_ended by NCAI: Under date of Sep
tember 24, 1949, at the convention of 
the National Congress of American In
dians, held .in Rapid City, S. Dak., the 
f91Iowing resolution was proposed arid 
aproved by an overwhelming majority of 
the more than 200 Indian delegates pres
ent, representing more than 25 of our 
48 States: 

Whereas the proposed system of area offices 
of the Indian Office will involve expenditures 
of ad_ditional money that could be better 
used at the agencies themselves; and 

Whereas it is more efficient to place local 
power in the superintendent, instead of vest
ing it in area or national officials; and 

Whereas the Commissioner has promised 
the abolition of district offices so· that more 
money will go to the reservations: Therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the National Congress of 
American Indians opposes the plan for es
tablishment of area offices of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, and request more powers be 
vested in local superintendents and local 
councils. 

I have read with great disappointment 
Indian Office Order No. 549, approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, Septem
ber 13, 1949, a program of Indian Bureau 
reorganization. This program of reor
ganization, while it could have been de
signed to meet the Indians' greatest 
needs, is in substance patterned merely 
to better intra-Bureau relationships. It 
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selfishly aims, at prohibitive cost, to keep 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs in line with 
regulations prescribed by such agencies 
as the Bureau of the Budget, the Gen
eral Accounting Office, and the Civil 
Service Commission, thus protecting 
heads of departments as well as subordi
nate employees within the Bureau. It 
fails in its entirety to meet the needs of 
the Indians themselves, in their honest 
efforts to attain standards of progress 
established by our civilization. 

At this critical t ime, when foreign 
countries are watching us with critical 
eye, looking for shortcomings of our Gov
ernment in dealing with minority groups, 
it ·is best that we deal with greater 
zeal and sincerity with· our local Indian 
peop.le. At present we are going all out 
to feed and support foreign countries, 
even to the extent of jeopardizing the 
economic soundness of our country, yet 
we forget to take care of our just obli
gations at home. Our assistance to for
eign nations is charity. But we cannot 
look upon our aid in the form of services 
to our Indians as charity. These serv
ices which we can render them are res
titutions and part of the price we have 
offered to our American Indian people 
from whom we have ruthlessly confiscat
ed lands rich in resources, that have 
made our country the greatest in the 
world today. 

With all the handicaps and limitations 
circumstances have placed upon them, 
our Indian people on the reservations 
are striving wholeheartedly to meet the 
requirements set forth by our fast-mov
ing civilization. With their population 
of less than 400,000 in the United States, 
they without question answered our 
country's call in time of war, thus join
ing us in our efforts to retain the Amer
ican way of life. As an example, on the 
Coeur d'Alene Reservation, with a pop
ulation of less than 700, more than 30 
Indian boys entered the services of our 
armed forces; 11 of them were volun
teers; and 6 of them gave their lives for 
our common cause. In return for which, 
rather than gratitude, the Bureau of In
dian Affairs continues to employ irra
tional methods of administration, many 
of which have resulted in pushing our 
young Indian men into the gutters of 
failure and despair. This method of 
area-office administration, in itself, holds 
an intrinsic evil in that it utterly uses 
funds for a purpose other than for what 
it is intended. 

I, therefore, strongly urge my col
leagues in Congress to adopt this worthy 
amendment to abolish the area offices in 
order that our Indians may realize the 
justice and securities that we have so 
solemnly promised them in past trea
ties. 

May I again emphasize that the area
office plan of administration of Indian 
Affairs seeks only to protect its heads 
of departments and its employees with
in the Bureau and hence does not attain 
the purpose for which Indian-service 
funds are annually appropriated. Let 
us disperse this idea and reestablish per
sonnel back to the Indian reservations 
to serve as guidance, and to protect our 
Indians in their own efforts to attain 
eventual total self-sufficiency, 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. Just what does the 

gentleman's amendment do? May I 
ask him whether it is a . clean-cut 
amendment to abolish the regional of
fices of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and 
by so doing will it re<.luce this appropri
ation by the amount that the regional 
offices are costing? Just what does the 
amendment do? 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. What this 
amendment proposes to do is to abolish 
the regional offices so that the money 
will go to administer the affairs of the 
Indians on the Indian reservations 
which will otherwise be spent for travel
ing and for maintenance and for sala
ries of an area office force far removed 
from the Indians. 

Mr. JENSEN. I wish the gentleman's 
amendment were clean-cut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time -of the 
·gentleman from Idaho has expired. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr: Chair
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro
ceed for two additional minutes. 

·The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Idaho? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairinan, 

if we are interested in economy, if we 
are interested in carrying out the policy 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in con
tracting the Indians and administering 
their affairs, we should abolish these re
gional offices. 

Mr. JENSEN. I agree with the gen
tleman that we shoulu abolish the re
gional offices, but I am afraid the gen· 
tleman's amendment is not going to do 
much good for the Indian service. Cer
tainly we need ·to do more than just 
abolish the offices and then take the 
same personnel which they will put into 
all these reservation headquarters so 
that we will have the same bunch to 
contend with again. They will just 
make regional offices out of every one of 
the reservation offices under the gen
tleman's amendment. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I do not think 
that would be done. 

Mr. JENSEN. I am sorry, but I just 
cannot see that. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I think money 
would be saved by abolishing these offices 
and the money saved would help the 
Indians rather than be spent to main
tain distant offices which will not be in 
contact with the Indians and which 
defeat the purpose of the Bureau of In
dian Affairs. I hope the gentleman will 
vote for the amendment. 

·Mr. Chairman, there is inserted here· 
With a letter from Lyzeme Savage, man· 
ager of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe, 
which is one of a large number of letters 
received in support of this legislation. 

MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA TamE, 
Cass Lake, Minn., April 28, 1950. 

Representative WHITE, Democrat, Idaho, 
· House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR REPRESENTATIVE WHITE: I am 

gending along a clipping taken from the 
Minneapolis Star ·Of Wednesday evening, 
April 26, 1950. The amendment you pro
pose to have added to the section covering 

the Interior Department blll, Bureau of In
dian Affairs, is in agreement with the think
ing of the Minnesota Tl'ibe, which includes 
15,ooo enrollees. As you probably are aware, 
Public Law 841, Eightieth Congress, for the 
fiscal year of 1949, stipulated and provided 
funds for district offices at Billings and Port
land only; however, the upkeep of t hree 
others were maintained notwithstanding. 
This undoubtedly was done with the hope 
and plan of reestablishing a better and more 
elaborate set-up. 

For the fiscal year of 1951, there were set 
up 11 area offices which is nothing more than 
the old district offices. The decentralization 
so far has done nothing to reduce the house
keeping work at the agencies, neither has it 
benefited the Indians more--on the contrary 
it has increased the load of our skeleton 
forces. Elimination of the needless district, 
regional, and area offices perhaps would be 
gained if the title of appropriations were 
changed from "Field" Administration to 
"Reservation" Administration, and if stipu
lation were included in your amendment that 
appropriated funds are to be used only for 
those reservation agencies which were estab
lished prior to the setting up of the so-called 
district, regional, and area offices. 

Example after example can and has un
doubtedly been presented to you showing the 
inefficiency of operations, the overlapping of 
work phases, and tlie last but not least, ex
cessive cost of over-all operations. The pro
cedure is simple, for if overhead costs are 
cut, the profit is greater. What the Indian 
needs is greater profit from the funds a gen
erous Congress appropriates. 

As manager of the tribe here and speaking 
in their behalf, I urge you to have an amend
ment to the bill made as stipulated and I 
trust other lawmakers will aid in its becom
ing law. Such would mean much to the 
Indians; we need more aid, and do not desire 
to be used as tools for a "build-up to brass." 

· Very truly yours, 
LYZEME SAVAGE, Manager. 

Mr. D'EW ART. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

·The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, last 

fall I had opportunity to visit the Indian 
school at Riverside, Calif. The school 
is attended largely by several hundred 
Navajo Indian boys and girls, from the 
ages of 9 or 10 to 17. These pupils do all 
their own work, under the supervision of 
a few teachers. They keep their rooms, 
maintain the buildings and grounds in 
immaculate order; they prepare their 
own meals and even cobble their shoes. 
I ·visited the shops, as well as the class 
rooms where they learn to read and 
Write, and by doing all of these things, 
they become proficient" in home eco
nomics and various trades. 

I have never visited a school which was 
run more efficiently or where the stu
dents were more attentive and inter
ested in their studies. 

I was much impressed by this school 
and I am glad to have this opportunity 
to tell the Congress about this splendid 
institution. · 

I would like also to mention briefly 
the matter of education o{ Indian chil
dren in public schools through tuition 
contracts between the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs and the States. One of these 
contracts covers the education-of Indian 
children in the public schools of Mon
tana. 
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· This is an excellent system of secur

ing a proper education for the Indian 
children, and beyond that it is the best 
possible step toward making the Indian 
·a real citizen and equal member of our 
society. The Indian and non-Indian 
children work and learn and play to
gether. It is a healthy situation and 
one which will contribute greatly to the 
eventual end of the wardship status of 
the American Indian. 

At present there is some difficulty in 
my State about the amounts of tuition 
to be paid by the Federal Government. 
State education authorities feel that they 
must have sizable increases over the 
amounts appropriated in 1950 and in the 
present bill. A matter of policy is in
volved which must be settled before it 
jeopardizes the success ·Of this education 
program. One thing is certain: Where 
the Indian children are attending pub
lic schools in large numbers, in reserva
tion districts where the trust status of 

·Indian land reduces the tax base to a 
.point where any kind of school is difficult 
to support, the Federal government must 
be prepared to pay its proper share of 
the cost of operating the schools. There 
.should be ·no quibbling and no shirking 
of responsibility in this important obli
gation. It is an obligation both to the 
Indians and to the non-Indian citizens 
who are cooperating in this public-edu
cation program. 

Mr. Chairman, the question raised by 
this amendment, concerning the opera
tion of area offices of the Bureau of In
dian Affairs, is one which has been dis
cussed frequently in recent years and one 
with which I am familiar. 

The original idea . of decentralizing 
Indian Bureau affairs by establishing 

·area offices, close to the reservations, 
where the bulk of Indian business could 
be transacted, was a good idea. The ob
jections we are now hearing from many 
Indian tribes is not, I feel, an objection 
to this idea. It is an objection to the 
manner in which the system has oper
ated. 

I think the Indians would have no ob
jection if they were able to send their 
business to the Billings, Mont., office, for 
example, and have it handled there 
speedily and effectively by men who 
were close enough to the problems to 
have a real understanding of them. 
When in the past I have defended the 
area-office system, I have done so because 
I believed that this was the intention of 
the Bureau. 

We find, however, that the Bureau has 
ln many instances failed to give the area 
offices a sufficiently clear outline of re
sponsibility or sufficient authority to en
able them to operate effectively and as 
the time-saving agency they should be. 

Recently there has been an oil develop
ment on the Fort Peck Reservation in 
Montana. Oil leases have been signed 
which mean money to the Indians. 
·Amounts of from several hundred to 
perhaps several thousand dollars are 
coming to the Indians as a result of this 
development. The leases were sent to 
the Billings area office for review. They 
were reviewed there, "fully and in detail, 
or so I an informed. If the area-office 
system were working properly, that 
should have been enough, But now we 
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find that these same leases have been in 
Washington several weeks where a man 
has been detailed by the Indian Office to 
review them once again. Final approval 
has been delayed. There is an apparent 
duplication of effort. The money these 
Fort Peck people need so badly, money 
they should have so that they can get 
started again after a very difficult winter, 
is still held up by the rigamarole of re
view and review. 

If we are going to have area offices, we 
should let them do the work. If we are 
not going to let them do the work, we 
may as well not have them. 

I have found that in many instances 
the Billings area office has been of real 
value. However, to the individual In
dians who have business to transact, it 
appears to be just another bureau where 
their business is delayed. No one can 
blame them for wanting to do away with 
this extra delay. However, in my own 
opinion it is the Washington office rather 
than the Billings office that has failed in 
this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Idaho [Mr. WHITEl. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. WHITE of Idaho) 
there were-ayes 7, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. STIGLER: On 

page 228, line 6, strike out "$2,525,465" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$2,530,965." 

Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment resulted from a request by 
the Creek Tribe of Indians of our State 
for $5,500 of their tribal funds to acquire 
approximately 35 acres of land adjoining 
the Creek Indian school located at Eu
faula. A resolution was passed by the 
Creek Tribal Council and a request was 
sent to us. I appeared before the com
mittee. It was thought after the bill 
was marked up that sufficient authority 
was contained in this section to grant 
the request of the Creek Indians. Upon 
contacting the budget officer and the 
budget officer for the Indian Office, it 
was thought that this amount of $5,500 
should be added to the total so that there 
could not be any question about the au
thority. Subsequent to that time I have 
contacted the majority members of the 
subcommittee, as well as the minority 
members, and I was advised that there is 
no objection to offering the amendment 
on the :floor. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment is in order, and we accept 
it. 
· Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. STIGLER. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Since 

the amendment was prepared by the gen
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. STIGLER] 
I invite his attention to the fact that a 
point of order has been made to the 
item appearing on page 229, beginning 
in line 3 running through line 14, which 
had the effect of removing $100,000 that · 
had been previously included in the bill 
for attorneys' fees for the California 
tribe. In view of that, I desire to offer 

a substitute amendment which will re
duce the over-all figure by that amount, 
$100,000, which will have the effect of 
taking care of the item reduced by the 
point of order, and will also take care 
of the item that the gentleman has spok
en of, which I accept. 

Mr. STIGLER. That is agreeable to 
me. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, we ac
cept the amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer a substitute amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute amendment offered by Mr. JACK

SON of Washington to the amendment of
fered by Mr. STIGLER: Strike out "$2,530,965" 
and insert "$2,430,965." 

The substitute amendment was agreed 
to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ·The question is on 
the amendment as amended by the sub
stitute. 

The amendment as amended by the 
substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
GENERAL INVESTIGATION 

For engineering and economic investiga
tions of proposed Federal reclamation proj
ects and studies of water conservation and 
development plans; engineering and eco
nomic investigations, as a basis for legis
lation, and for reports thereon to Congress, 
relating to projects for the development and 
utilization of the water resources of Alaska; 
formulating plans and preparing designs and 
specifications for authorized Federal recla
mation projects or parts thereof prior to ap
propriations for construction of such proj
ects or parts; and activities preliminary to 
the reconstruction, rehabilitation and bet
terment, financial adjustment, or extension 
of existing projects; to remain available 
until expended, $5,150,000, of which $4,-
400,000 shall be derived from the reclama
tion fund and $500,000 shall be derived 
from the Colorado River development fund: 
Provided, That the expenditure of any sums 
from this appropriation for investigations 
of any nature requested by States, munic
ipalities, or other interests shall be upon 
the basis of the State, municipality, or ot her 
interest advancing at least 50 percent of the 
estimated cost of such investigations: Pro
vided further, That the limitation on the 
amount available for surveys and precon
struction work in connection with the North 
Side pumping division, Minidoka project, 
Idaho, stated in the Interior Department 
Appropriation Act, 1950, is increased from 
$725,000 to $1,000,000: Provided further, 
That, except as herein expressly provided 
with respect to investigations in Alaska, no 
part of this appropriation shall be expended 
in the conduct of activities which are not 
authorized by law. 

· Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. TABER: 
On page 230, llne 15, strike out "$5,150,000" 

and insert "$2,500,000", 
On page 230, line 16, strike out "$4,-

400,000" and insert "$2,200,000". 

· Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
offered this amendment to reduce the 
funds .for general investigations, eco
nomic investigations, and engineering in
vestigations on proposed Federal recla
mation projects, and studies of water 
conservation and development plans, by · 
$2,500,000. This is my objective; let me 
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state myreasons: In the rivers-and-har
bors and flood-control set-up we have 
wiped out the provision for planning to 
develop new projects. At this time, 
when there is absolutely no excuse for 
embarking on any new reclamation proj
ects, why we should continue planning 
for additional reclamation projects is 
beyond me. The situation at the pres
ent time, a situation that will probably 
continue for a great many years, is that 
we have 2.. production of wheat nearly 
double the requirements of the United 
States and what we can sell, and there 
is a similar picture with reference to 
.corn and other agricultural products. 
Why, at a time when we do not need the 
land, we should spend enormous sums 
of money for the development of plans 
for new reclamation projects is beyond 
·any reasonable conception. 

I am not hostile to the development 
of reclamation projects where we need 
the resources, but to develop new agri
cultural lands and new agricultural pro
duction for the purpose of providing a 
surplus which the Department or some
body else must immediately take off the 
market .bY an expenditure of Federal 
funds is beyond my comprehension. 
There must come a time when we ap
proach this situation honestly and fairly, 
and do not approach it with the idea of 
just spending money and destroying the 
United States. I appreciate that people 
like to have expenditures made in their 
territory; frankly, there .are a lot · of 
people in my own territory who would 
like to have Federal money poured in 
there, but at this time when we have not 
the money to pay for it, when we have a 
deficit in sight, an admitted deficit of 
$6,000,000,000 for this year, and per
haps $7,000,000,000 for · next, at a time 
when we have declining revenues, how 
we can afford not to cut down at every 
opportunity that presents itself, how we 
can· afford to go on developing plans for 
someth~ng we ought not to embark upon 
and that we know we ought not to em
bark upon for a great many years, is way 
beyond my comprehension. 

I hope this amendment will be adopted 
and that we ·will take advantage of the 
opportunity to save $2,650,000: 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. I certainly share the 
gentleman's views. I call his attention 
to the fact th.at with the condition .of the 
Federal purse what· it is today, we have 
a provision in this bill for investigation 
for new projects that is even greater 
than a simila:r provision carried in last 
year's bill. 

Mr. TABER. That is correct and 
there is absolutely to excuse for it be
cause our situation is such that we ought 
to avoid every possible unnecessary ex
penditure. 

Mr. KLR.W AN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

This reads: 
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For engineering and economic investlga• 
tions of proposed Federal reclamation proj
ects and studies of water conservation and 

development plans; engineering and eco
nomic investigations, as a basis for legisla
tion, and for reports thereon to Congress, re
lating to projects for the development and 
utilization of the war resources of Alaska.; 
formulating plans and preparing designs. 

Is there any Member of this Congress 
who wants to cut investigations down to 
$2,500,000 for Alaska where we are spend
ing hundreds of millions of dollars right 
now on defense projects? Suppose the 
armed forces-Army, Navy, or Air 
Force-asked for houses and water up 
there in that part of our country? Who 
is going to give it to them? Where is 
the information coming from? It has 
got to come from the Department of the 
Interior primarily. 

Mr. TABER. There is plenty of money 
available to take care of the Alaskan sit
uation in the two and one-half millions 
I have left in the bill. 

Mr. KIRWAN. No. This is the one 
part of this bill where we made a really 
substantial cut. 
· Mr. TABER. A cut was made there, 
yes, but the committee still has allowed 
more money than this agency had last 
year. 

Mr. KIRWAN. There is, as the gen
tleman well knows, more work going on 
in Alaska today than ever before and 
necessarily so. 

Mr. TABER. You do not need any-
thing outside of the Alaska job. 

Mr. KIRWAN. You do not need it? 
Mr. TABER. No. 
Mr. KIRWAN. If there is any infor. 

mation needed anywhere in this country 
who is going to furnish it? We have 
robbed this Nation for the last 200 or 
300 years of its resources. Now we could 
spend millions of dollars on investigation 
to find out how to go about the work of 
replenishing some of our vanishing re
sources, putting back into the Nation 
what we took out of it. I repeat, again, 
there is not a Member of this Congress 
who wants to see the terrible situation 
in Alaska as it is depicted in the 
magazines. . 

We should have learn.ed our lesson in 
the recent war when we built the · Alcan 
Highway. We did not have the proper 
information, and we never allowed the 
Army and the Bureau of Public Roads 
money for investigation. The Army 
came along and spent hundreds of 
millions' of dollars on a highway that 
should never have been built. Yet we 
protest vigorously about allowing $2,000,-
000 for investigations. When we want 
to do something we are not prepa:red to 
do it because we -are afraid to face up to 
realities. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment 
is defeated. 

-Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. I call the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that in the justifica- · 
tion for this item, pages 168 and 169 of 
the hearings, there is not anything said 
about Alaska. It all has to do with 
other places insofar as any of them are 
specifically mentioned. 

Mr. KIRWAN. The gentleman, as the 
RECORD will show, wants to make a cut 
in the $5,000,000 item reading "and for 

reports thereon to Congress, relating to 
projects for the development and utiliza
tion of the water resources of Alaska." 

Mr. · TABER. The Alaska investiga
tions are only $250,000. The two and 
one-half million dollars that are left 
would take care of that 10 times over. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Does the gentleman 
realize how much water it takes ·to make 
1 ton of steel? 

Mr. TABER. I do not know. 
Mr. KEATING. Water is our finest 

and greatest mineral. It takes about 250 
tons of water to make 1 ton of steel. 
That is a part of the investigation. 

Mr. TABER. There is n·o steel in this 
bill. 

Mr. KIRWAN. This is for investiga
tions to get water to make steel and other 
beneficial uses. 

Mr. TABER. Where do you get steel 
anywhere around where this Territory is 
located? 

Mr. KIRWAN. This item is for an 
investigation of our water and other 
resources all over America. The Geo
logical Survey has men all along the 
streams, in all our steel valleys, testing 
the water datum. That comes out of 
the fund for this Department, whether 
it is in Youngstown, Ohio, Chicago, Utah, 
or Alaska. All over this Nation you will 
find men setting up the instruments 
along the streams investigating the 
water. 

I again say do not start cutting or 
trying to cut this one thing which covers 
investigations of our natural resources, 
and which is what we need to keep this 
country in a proper perspective. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Colorado. ' 

Mr. CARROLL. I have already had 
complaints from my area that this com
mittee, with the pending provision-not 
the amendment suggested, but the exist
ing provision-has cut this to the bone. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Yes; and you are not 
alone. 

Mr. CARROLL. "I find that during the 
fiscal year.1951 that the Bureau of.Recla
mation asked. for $12,500,000, and · the 
Bureau of the Budget cut that to $7,-
800,000, and then the committee cut it 
again to $5,500,000. · 

Mr. KffiW AN. It is the one part of 
the bill that our · committee cut more 
than any other part. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON ·of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on the pending amendment do 
now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question ls on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 42, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment apply to 
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the section just read and the succeeding 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
will the amendment to the succeeding 
section affect the dollar amount in those 
sections? 

Mr. HOLMES. It will not affect the 
over-all total of the bill but it will af
fect the dollar amount in both sections; 
both the section first read and the suc
ceeding section. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will it 
affect .the dollar amount in the next suc
ceeding section? 

Mr. HOLMES. No. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk re~d as follows: 
Amendment offered by the gentleman from 

Washington [Mr. HOLMES] : 

On page 230, line 13, after the worc:t "ex
pended", insert the sum "$4,975,000", instead 
of "$5,150,000." 

Page 230, line 16, after the word "which", 
insert the sum "$4',225,000", instead of "$4,-
400,000." 

Page 231, line 11, after the word "ex
pended", insert "$297,642,000", instead of 
"$297,467,000." 

Page 231, line 12, after the ·word "which". 
insert "$23,072,700", instead of "$22,897,-
700." 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, while 
this amendment sounds a little intricate, 
it is a very simple amendment, which is 
why I submitted the request I did. It 
takes from the general investigation 
funds $175,000 and adds to the construc
tion funds this same $175,000. 

The reason for this amendment is this:
The Budget allowed the Kennewick ex
tension of the Yakima project in the 
State of Washington $175,000 -of plan
ning money. It therefore will not affect 
the planning or investigation moneys for 
any other projects. 

The Subcommittee on Interior Appro
priations in its report on page 172,,at the 
bottom of the page, states as follows: · 

The committee does not agree with the 
determination of the Bureau of the Budget 
in rejecting appropriations for the construc
tion of the Kennewick division, Yakima 
project, Washington, under this expression 
of policy. The committee has considered 
this division and has determined that it is 
not a new project but is part of the Yakima 
project under such policy. 

Therefore, the purpose of this amend
ment, without interfering with budget 
approval or without interfering with 
investigation moneys for any other proj
ects in the United States, is merely to 
transfer the $175,000 for planning on 
the Kennewick division of the Yakima 
project from that category of investiga
tion to the category of construction 
money for that project, under the sug
gestion of the committee's statement 
that it is not considered by the com
mittee as a new project. 

I urge that this amendment be adopted 
and that the $175,000 be placed in the 
category of aid to construction~ 

In closing, may I add that the trans
fer of these moneys will not in any way 
change the total sum of money involved 
in the entire bill. It merely transfers 
$175,000 from general investigations to 
the construction moneys in the· succeed
ing chapter, under the unanimous con
sent to off er the amendment in this 
form. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman· yield? 

Mr. HOLMES. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Is it hot a fact that 
much investigation, in fact, sufficient in
vestigation has already been made on 
the Kennewick project in years gone by, 
and that the gentleman's amendment, 
iristead of costing anything, will actually 
save $175,000 because that $175,000, if 
the gentleman's amendment is adopted, 
will now be used on the construction of 
the project. We know the project will be 
constructed because it is authorized. 

Mr. HOLMES. That is right. 
Mr. JENSEN. It is a very worthwhile 

project. 
Mr. HOLMES. I thank the gentle

man for his contribution. May I call 
your attention to the importance of 
starting construction with this money in 
the manner I have suggested by this 
amendment. When the Hanford Engi
neering Works came into existence in 
this area of the State of Washington 
there was taken out of production 
approximately 7 ,000 acres of irrigated 
land under that condemnation. This 
will in turn start the construction of 
this division, which seeks to put back 
into economic balance the agricultural 
economy of that area. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLMES. I yield to the gentle
man from Colorado. 

Mr. CARROLL. What is the nature 
of this project? 

Mr. HOLMES. An irrigation and 
multiple-purpose project. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee 
will see fit to accept the amendment. · 

Mr. KIRWAN.' Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Washington made a request of me when 
we started on the bill this afternoon and 
the request was fine and quite in order. 
I gave him my word that I would not ob
ject to the statement which he has just 
made. He has made a request to shift 
$175,000 from investigations to the Ken
newick project. He made this request 
on the basis of the fact that the commit
tee said in its report they thought this 
was not a new project. We did make 
that report but there was no money in 
the budget for this project. We did give 
our opinion that we thought it was not a 
new project. 

Mr. HOLMES. MI. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield ?9 

Mr. KffiW AN. I yield. 
Mr. HOLMES. There was $175,000 of 

investigational money allowed for this 
project, was there not? 

Mr. KIRWAN. Yes, for investigations 
but not for construction. 

Mr. HOLMES. Would not the gentle
man agree that having carried on the 
investigation as far as it has gone, and 

we know we are capable of going ahead 
with construction, that the transfer of 
this $175,000 which is a budget item 
would not in any way interfere with any 
other investigation and we could just as 
well go on with the construction of the 
project in the face of the fact that the 
committee reports they do not think this 
is a new project and it would not be 
ruled out on that basis? 

Mr. KIRWAN. The gentleman from 
Washington is correct in that statement. 

The committee made that report that 
they did not think it was a new project. 
But there is no money in the budget for 
construction. I, as a member of the 
committee, do not think that is a good 
thing to transfer funds for investigation 
purposes to start construction. If we set 
this precedent practically every Member 
who has a project in his district would 
ask for the same consideration. 

Mr. HOLMES. Would it not be a 
point of importance in relation to this 
amendment to try in the face of the com
mittee's opinion that it is not a new 
project to get this land into irrigation 
and under cultivation as fast as we can, 
to take the place of the land which was 
taken out by the condemnation of the 
Hanford Engineering Works under the 
war emergency? I believe that makes 
for a unique situation with respect to 
this particular amendment. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I agree with what the 
gentleman has said. There may be sev
eral things in his favor here but there 
is no money requested from the budget 
for construction. This committee made 
the determination when they sat down 
that they were going to try to cut this 
bill. Many Members wanted some money 
for a project in their district which the 
committee would not allow. 

Mr. HOLMES. The fact that there 
was no money in this bill recommended 
by the budget for construction is be
cause it was ruled that it was a new 
project. But since the committee has 
disagreed with the Bureau doe::; that not 
make a difference? And give the power 
of authorizing this money for construc
tion? 

Mr. KIRWAN. This is why the com
mittee disagreed. They said that when 
the Bureau of the Budget read our re
port, if they do read it, then maybe next 
year they would come to an understand
ing that the Congress . recognized this 
project as not being a new project and 
they would make a request for funds. 

Mr. HOLMES. Because of the emer
gency situation caused by the great in
:fiux of population there and the condem
nation that took approximately 7 ,000 
acres of land would you not consider it a 
matter of wisdom without changing the 
over-all amount of the appropriation 
contained in this bill for construction in 
the Bureau of Reclamation that this.par
ticular transfer could be made to get 
these acres under construction and un
der irrigation? 

Mr. KIRWAN. The gentleman has 
heard me say in the well of the House 
that any money that is spent on America 
cannot be wasted. I have tnat same be
lief and philosophy as I stand here now. 
But we also made an agreement in com
mittee that we would not add any new 
construction money if the budget did 
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not see fit to ask for it. We do not think 
it is· a new project. Next year they can · 
come in and ask for funds. We have to 
keep our word with our committee as 
well as with the Congress and I do not 
want to turn around and ask to spend 
money to start on any new construction 
when we already have an ironclad agree
ment that we would not do so. 

Mr. HOLMES. 'In the face of this 
emergency and in view of the fact that 
the chairman of your committee has sat 
in on the hearings on this particular 
project and the committee does not be
lieve it a new project, would you not 
still think it wise to try to get this 
extension under way as quickly as possi
ble, especially when it can be done so 
easily and readily by the transfer of 
these funds? It seems to me with the 
committee so ruling it not a new project 
that those funds could be authorized 
now for construction. 

-Mr. KIRWAN. I would try to get it 
in another body; not with a committee 
that already said they are not going to 
spend a dime on new construction. 

Mr. HOLMES. What would be the 
purpose of trying to. get it in another 
body when we have an opportunity to 
do it right here? 

Mr. KIRWAN. Because the commit
tee is objecting to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KIRWAN] has 
expired. 

Mr. . KEATING. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment to this paragraph 
to reduce the figure on line 11, page 231~ 
Is it necessary for me to offer it at this 
time as a substitute,· or may I offer it 
after the disposition of · the pending 
amendment? 

'!'he CHAIRMAN. In reply to the par
liamentary inquiry, the Chair will · have 
to state that if the pending amendment 
is not adopted, the gentleman could then 
offer his amendment, but if the pend
ing amendment is adopted,.then it would 
not be in order to offer the amendment. 

Mr. KEATING. Theh I offer the 
amendment at this time as a substitute, 
Mr. Chairman. 
· Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 
The unanimous-consent request that was 
granted does not extend to others the 
opportunity to off er amendments to a 
paragraph that has not been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the unani
mous-consent agreement it certainly 
would open the door for that to be done. 
Otherwise, Members who might want to 
increase the other amount would be pre
vented from doing it. 

Mr: CASE of South Dakota. That was 
exactly why I raised the question I did 
at the time the gentleman from Wash
ington [Mr. HOLMES] offered his amend
ment. I am sure the RECORD will show 
that I raised that question at the time. 
It occurred to me that once this figure 
was changed, it could not subsequently 
be changed. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from South Dakota asked the gentle
man from Washington a question about 

his amendment. The Chair did not· 
reply to it. The gentleman from Wash
ington made reply to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. That is 
correct. His reply was that it did not 
change the figure in the next paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMES. I am sorry I must have 
misunderstood you. I said in the suc
ceeding section and I understood you 
to say the next succeeding section. 

Mr. CASE of South D.akota. Had he 
said it would change th,e figure in the 
next paragraph, I was . contemplitting 
r.aising the very question which has now 
come up. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
s.tate it. 

Mr. TABER. Is this not .the situation: 
If the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Washington [Ml'.. HOLMES] 
should be adopted, then no further 
amendment changing· the figure in the 
paragraph beginning on line 8, page 231, 
would be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. 

·Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment to tl:ie amendment. 

The Clerlt read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING to the 

amendment offered by Mr .. HOLMES: On page 
231, line 11, strilce out "$297,467,000" and 
insert "$240,391,125." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized in support of his amendment 
io the amendment. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman,· this 
amendment at least has the merit of 
simplicity. I realize that it will prob
ably . be vigorously opposed. It . does 
simply this: It reduces the amount for 
construction of reclamation projects 25' 
percent below the budget estimates; not 
below the amount in the bill, $297 ,000,-
000, but below the budget estimate, $320,-
000,000. It cuts $80,000,000 from the 
budget figures,.but only $57,000,000 from 
the bill before us. 

This omnibus bill contains reductions 
below the requests · submitted by· the 
Corps of Engineers for rivers and har
bors and flood control projects amount
to 25 percent, but there was a reduction 
in the reclaination projects of ·only 7 
percent. I see no reason for making any 
such distinction. There is nothing sac
rosanct about the amounts allowed for 
the activlties of either of these Govern
ment agencies. No doubt, every Mem
ber has one or more projeets in his dis
trict which he would like to see advanced 
as quickly as possible. But it seems to 
me that if there was ever a time in the 
financial history of our Nation that we 
needed to view this problem with our 
mfods focused on the over-all picture 
rather than on our own individual local 
problems, that timg is now. · 

The continuatioTi year after year of 
deficit financing ·and our plunge deeper 
and deeper into the sea of red ink pre
sents to me an extremely disturbing pic
ture. If this were happening to us· in 
our own business or our own family, we 
would be lying awake nights worrying 
s,bout·how we could· ever make ends meet. 
Ours is the responsibility to bend every 
conceivable effort to see that the Federal 

cloth is cut to fit the pattern, which can 
mean only one thing, r:eductions all along 
the line, painful as they may be. 

Specifically, if the financial condition 
of this country were different, it might 
be prudent to bring about . equalization 
between the engineer projects and the 
reclama,tion projects by an across-the
board increase in the former. But cer
tainly, in the face of our national debt 
of .over a quarter of a trillion dollars
a new word on which Uncle Sam has an 
exclusive copyright-in the face of the 
added fact that we are confronted with 
the sobering realization that the tragic 
state of our finances is b::mnd to be worse 
before it is bett er, it seems to me the 
prudent course for us is to make at least 
as great a reduction in the provision for 
reclamation projects as the Appropria
tions Committee has made in the civil 
functions bill on projects handled by the 
Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. KEAT.ING. I yield. 
. Mr. CARROLL. Do I understand that 
the gentleman's reduction will be applied 
as a 25 percent reduction straight across 
the board? 
.-- Mr. KEATING. · I do not think I am 
in a position to 'decide that question. · I 
notice that in the· proposed reductions 
which are set forth on page 170 of the 
report the Interior Department has not 
done that to date; in other · words, they 
have .not made a 7 percent reduction 
across the board; they' have reduced 
some projects more than 7 percent; they 
have 1eft others just as they are. How 
they have determined where to cut ·and 
where not to cut is something.: that is 
entirely beyond my knowledge. 

The result of the adoption of this 
amendment would be that 25 perc.ent less 
than . the .budget estimates would be 
available for all phases of this particular 
activJty . . · . 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chafrman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. KEATING. I yield,' 
Mr. JENSEN. The Missouri- Valley 

item was reduced 10 .percent; the rest of 
the item. from thiS bill for reclamation 
was scarcely touched. I offered · an 
amendment in the full committee to 
bring the rest of the items in line with 
-the cut which was made for the Missouri 
Valley and was roundly whipped by the 
members of the opposition. But I want 
the gentleman to understand that I have 
possibly a better economy record than 
has the gentleman who has offered this 
amendment. I also want him to under
stand that I resent his taking upon him
self the privilege of offering this amend
ment. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I re
fuse to yield further. I am sorry that 
the gent leman feels as he does. 

Mr. JENSEN. I say that because the 
gentle~an knows exactly nothing about 
it. 

Mr.' KEATING. I refuse to yi~ld fur
ther; I am very sorry. 

Mr. JENSEN. And you are not run
ning my business. 

Mr. KEATING. I am very sorry the 
gentleman feels as he does. 

Mr. JENSEN. I helped cut out of this 
bill $47,000,000 in committee. 
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Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I re

fuse to yield further. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman de

clines to yield further. 
The time of the gentleman from New 

York has expired. 
Mr. JENSEN. And you are not run

ning my committee. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to proceed for one 
additional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEATING. I may say to the gen

tleman from Iowa that I have the high
est regard for him and the splendid 
record he .has made for economy in this 
Congress. I appreciate all that he has 
done. I commend him for it. I real
ize that perhaps his interests or his 
views at times may not coincide with 
mine. I hope he will accord me the same 
sincerity of purpose which I am very 
happy to accord to him. I assure him 

- that I am not trying to interfere with his 
fine service on this important committee. 
If his conscience dictates opposition to 
this amendment, that is his decision 
which I would be the last to criticize. 
I trust he will equally recognize my priv
ilege to ·take the position that my sense 
of duty dictates. 

I feel that it would be only fair to 
treat all projects on the same basis 
whatever their origin. That is the effect · 
of my amendment. 

Mr. JENSEN. But you are not do
ing it. You have taken 35 percent out 
of the Missouri Valley project. I have 
got around 100,000 acres of land out there 
right now lying under water because we 
have not had necessary flood-control 
funds, and now you are proposing to 
take 25 percent off the rest of them. 

Mr. KEATING. My amendment is 
not directed to any particular project. 
It is an over-all figure of 25 percent and 
involves only the total figure contained 
in the budget estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that all debate on the pending 
amendment and all amendments there
to close in not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Mr. 

Chairman, I make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker ·having resumed the chair, 
Mr. CooPER, Chairman of the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, reported that that Commit
tee, having had under consideration the 
bill <H. R. 7786) . making appropriations 
for the support of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951, and 
for other purposes, had come to no reso-
lution thereon. · 
DESIGNATION OF AMERICAN STUDENT 

NURSE DAYS, 1950 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 

consideration of House Joint Resolution 
455. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as 
follows: 

Whereas in the nursing profession, which 
provides one of the vital health services of 
the Nation, there is a continuing shortage of 
registered professional nurses; and 

Whereas in order to provide adequate 
numbers of graduate nurses in future years, 
50,000 new students should be enrolled in 
schools of professional nursing in 1950: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That in order to ,emphasize 
the needs of hospitals and health services for 
additional nurses, and to direct attention to 
the satisfaction of careers in nursing and the 
opportunities for service to humanity within 
tliis profession, the 6th and 7th days of May 
1950 be designated American Student Nurse 
Days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be 

engrossed and read a · third time, was 
read the thlrd time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
JULIUS ZAFFARENI - VETO MESSAGE 

FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 581) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following veto message from the 
President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 
I am returning herewith, without my 

approval, H. R. 1481, a bill for the relief 
of the estate of Julius Zaffareni. 

The. bill would direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the estate of 
Julius Zaffareni, a Work Projects Admin
istration employee, late of Boston, Mass., 
the sum of $2,559.05. This payment 
would be in full settlement of all claims 
of the estate against the United States 
arising out of Mr. Zaffareni's death on 
November 16, 1939, when he was killed by 
a backing truck operated by another 
Work Projects Administration employee. 
The bill recites the fact that the same 
amount had been awarded as damages 
and costs to the · estate by a Massachu
setts State court on July 29, 1941, in a 
suit against the truck driver, and that 
this judgment remains unsatisfied be
cause of the defendant's inability to pay. 
Under the terms of the bill, this sum 
would be payable only upon the assign
ment to the United States of all rights of 
the estate under such judgment. 

It appears from the files of the Bureau 
of Employees' Compensation, which ad
ministers the Federal Employees' Com
pensation Act, that when the fatal in
juries were inflicted upon the decedent 
by the negligent act of his fellow em
ployee, the decedent was in the per
formance of his duty, and that the case 
was therefore one cognizable under the 
Compensation Act. Under the terms of 
that act, however, compensation for 
death, except burial expenses, is payable 
only to certain classes of dependents 
specified iii the act. · 

On June 15, 1940, a claim for com
pensation was filed on behalf of Sabina 
Loriso, who is said to be the only sur
viving sister and heir-at-law of the de-

cedent and is the administratrix of his 
estate. The claim could not be allowed, 
both because there was no showing that 
she was dependent for support upon the 
employee at the time of his death and 
because she was married, married broth
ers and sisters being excluded from 
benefits. It appears, however, that a 
burial payment of $200 was made under 
the Compensation Act to the undertak
ing firm which had conducted the fu
neral of the decedent. 

The report of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee-Senate Report No. 1459-in
dicates that the Congress based its action 
in passing this bill upon the judicial 
finding of negligence in the State court 
proceedings, and upon the premise that 
if the accident had occurred after the 
effective date of the Federal Tort Claims 
Act-January 1, 1945-the claimant 
could have sued and collected against 
the Government and that, therefore, to 
deny relief in this case would be an 
arbitrary avoidance of a just obligation. 

It would seem, however, that in bas
ing the bill on these premises the Con
gress overlooked the vital fact that the 
fatal injuries suffered by this Govern
ment employee occurred during the per
formance of his duties, and that the 
Congress has provided a carefully de
signed system of workmen's compensa
tion to cover such injuries and deaths 
regardless of the question of negligence 
and has designated the classes of per
sons who should be beneficiaries and the 
conditions which they must meet in 
order to qualify as such. The basic prin~ 
ciple of the United States Employees' 
Compensation Act in this respect .was to 
provide compensation to those persons 
who were dependent upon the deceased 
and were deprived by his death of a 
means of support, not to accord a mone
tary award for grief or mental sut;f ering 
or other damages for which compensa
tion may be awarded in a State court 
proceeding. . 

The Congress also appears to have 
overlooked the recent enactment of 
Public Law 357, Eighty-first Congress, 
providing, in substance, that the liabil
ity of the United States to persons enti
tled to receive benefits under the provi
sions of the Federal Employees' Com
pensation Act shall be exclusive and in 
lieu of any other liability to such per
sons under other applicable Federal 
statutes. While it is true that this limi
tation, which also applies with respect 
to most of the State workmen's compen
sation laws, was not a part of the Com
pensation Act at the time of this acci
dent, such limitation was unnecessary 
since the Government could not then be 
sued in tort. 

In my opinion, the Congress acted 
wisely in removing any cause for doubt 
as to the exclusiveness of the remedy 
afforded by this act to Federal person
nel. In view of the blanket coverage 
which is provided by this legislation, it 
is reasonable to conclude that these em
ployees have, by entering the Federal 
service, waived rights to which other 
persons not so employed are entitled. 
They have, in other words, relinquished 
any right of action against the United 
States which might accrue to them as 
a result of injury o~ death sustained 
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during the course of Federal employ
ment, in· exchange for the assured and 
orderly protection, independent of the 

. question of fault or negligence, whirih 
the Federal Employees' · Compensation 
Act affords not only to such employees 
but also to their surviving · dependents 
in case of death. This view is supported 
by the legislative history of Public Law 
357', Eighty-first Congress. 

No sound reason is ·perceived why, un
der similar circumstances, the foregoing 
principle should not apply to the legis
lative as well as the judicial process. 

Accordingly, I have withheld my ap
proval from this bill. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 3, 1950. 

The SPEAKER. The objections of 
the President will · be · spread at large 
upon the Journal. 

Without objection, the bill and the 
accompanying message will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed. 

There was no ob_jection. 
HOUR OF MEETING 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when . the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on tomonow at 11 o'clock a. m., and 
that when the House adjourns on to
morrow it adjourn to meet on Friday at 
11 o'clock a. m. 

· Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, re
serving the right to object, there are 
some committees of this House that have 
very important matters before them. 
When the House convenes at 11 o'clock 
every day it simply means that these 
committees cannot get their work done. 
I certainly do not like to put myself in 
the position of going against the will 
of the leadership, but I know that our 
committee has had very little time in 
which to do the job we have to do. If 
we are going to meet at 11 o'clock every 
day it will probably be a very long time 
before we get any tax measure out of 
the committee, and I know the member
ship of this House is very much con
cerned about the long time it has taken 
to get that bill out. I am wondering 
whether or not some arrangement .could 
not be made so that this appropriation 
measure would not stifle all other im
portant legislation a-t this session of the 

· Congress. It seems that this one-pack
age appropriation bill has upset the pro
cedure that has been in existence in this 

· House for many, many years, and I think 
it is a detriment to the enactment of 
legislation which we could properly class 
as "must" legislation. I seriously doubt 
whether this unanimous-consent request 
should be granted, but not having talked 
the matter over with the leadership at 
this time, I will not object. I hope, how
ever, that he confines his request to to
morrow only, though. 

Mr. McCORMACK. As a matter of 
fact, after conferring with my friend, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MARTIN], I was going to confine my 
unanimous consent request to tomor
row. Of course, my friend from Penn
sylvania realizes, as one of the respon .. 
sible leaders of the House, being a demo
cratic member of the Committee on 

" 

Ways and Means, that ·the leadership 
knows that he always cooperates, and I 
compliment the gentleman. Of course, 
we are not meeting every day. at 11 
o'clock, and the leadership would not do 
this unless there were urgent reasons. 
We have to consider a certain number of 
reorganization plans under the law, and 
the leadership is under a trying situa
tion. We have certain responsibilities to 
carry out, and we have got to get these 
reorganization plans up on or before 
May 23, and it is imperative that we do 
so because the law provides for it. The 
leadership, I am sure my friend from 
Pennsylvania will admit, is very toler
ant and understanding. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
further reserving the right to object, it 
seems to me that the Committee on 
Appropriations, by having priority on 
this so-called one package appropriation 
bill, has practically taken over the lead
ership of the House insofar as legis
lation is concerned. We are not able to 
consider any legislation unless we have 
the consent of the chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and that has 
been true for the past 3 weeks and prob
ably will be true for the next 2 or 3 
weeks. I want to call attention to that 
fact so that the leadership is not taken 
away from the Speaker and the majority 
leader, in cooperation with the minor
ity leader. I do not want the leadership 
taken a way from those three gentlemen. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreciate that, -
but I assure my friend that that is not 
so. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Further reserv
ing the right to object, the niajority 
leader will admit that he is not able to 
bring in legislation unless the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations gives 
up his priority ins.ofar as that bill is 
concerned. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, with 
the appropriation bill up, there would be 
no other legislation that would be 
brought up anyway,. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. And there never 
will be if we meet at 11 o'clock every 
morning. We met one week practically 
every day at 11 o'clock and as the result 
the committees could not work, unless 
they sneaked away in the afternoon, and 
as a result we are not here on the :floor 
to vote on amendments. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my unanimous consent request. 

Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns today it 
adjourn to meet tomorrow at 11 o'clo·ck. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts? 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving · the right to object, unf ortu
nately I have business in the interest of 
my constituents tomorrow morning, arid 
I cannot be here at 11. Being all alone 
here, being neither a member of the 
Republican Party nor the Democratic 
Party, I have got to look out for myself 
and my constituents. So, therefore, I 
object. 

AMENDMENT OF THE HATCH ACT 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the House 

conferees on the bill.-CH. R. .1243) to 
amend the Hatch '.Act may have until 
midnight tonight to .file a conference re
port and statement on that bill. I may 
say that the -probabilities are that this 
conference report will be considered .the 
first thing tomorrow. . .. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of . the gentleman from 
Massachusetts?_ 

There was no objection. 
OHIO SWISS CHEESE 

Mr. McSWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McSWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, on 

April 4, 1950: my friend, Representative 
LAWRENCE H. SMITH of Wisconsin, in
serted an article entitled "Monroe Is
sues Challenge" in the RECORD. The good 
citizens of Monroe were · enraged · over 
the criticism given of Wisconsin Swiss 
cheese by Bill Jones in the Minneapolis~ 
Tribune in which ·he claimed-that Ohio 
Swiss cheese was far better than that 
made in Wisconsin. Last week, tha 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SMITH] 
challenged me to a "taste test" between 
Wisconsin and Ohio . cheese. This test 
is to be made in the House dining room 
on Friday, May 19. As representative 
of the Sixteenth District of Ohio, com
posed of Holmes, Stark, and Tuscara
was Counties, where almost all of the 
32 Ohio Swiss cheese plants are located, 
and on behalf of the Ohio Swiss Cheese 
Association and its members, I proudly 
accept the challenge made by my col
league, the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
with full fai th that the distinctive :flavor 
of Ohio Swiss will whet the appetite of 
my colleagues here assembled and ~ause 
them to vote unanimously in favor of 
our product. 

The Ohio Swiss Cheese Association 
has sent to me a wheel of its cheese. 
This wheel was made by Mr. John 
Schneider, of the Ragersville Dairy and 
his assistant, Mr. Carlos Meeks. I be
lieve that you Members will be inter
ested in the story of Ohio Swiss cheese 
manufacture. Sugarcreek:, situated 
about 12 miles west of New Philadelphia, 

.._ is the Swiss cheese capital of Ohio and 
compares in that position with Monroe, 
Wis. · There are -a total of . 32 cheese 

· factories · in Ohio as of April 1950, with 
8 factories within a 9-mile radius of 

·Sugarcreek. The Ohio Swiss Cheese 
Association has as meillber·s 27 of these 
32 factories. Three of the remaining · 5 
produce cheese full time, ·while the· other 
2 make cheese only during the surplus 
milk months in the summer. Ohio, at 
the present time, ranks third in Swiss 
cheese production and makes approxi
mately one-tenth of the Nation's total 
production. At one time, Ohio was sec
ond but recently has lost out to Illinois. 
Wisconsin is in first place. The amount 
produced by each State in 1948 is as 
follows: Wisconsin, 43,192,000 pounds; 
Illinois, 10,372,000 pounds, and Ohio, 

. 7,000,000 pounds. The total United 
States production is 70,665,000 pounds. 
There are only three Swiss cheese fac
tories east of Ohio, all of them in 
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Pennsylvania. In Ohio, · Tuscarawas 
County is generally considered the focal 
point of the industry, but Holmes 
County has 11 factories to Tuscarawas 
·County's 9. · Swiss cheese making in 
Ohio is confined entirely to Tuscarawas, 
Holmes, Wayne, Stark, and Coshocton 
Counties. 

As can be seen from the production 
records, Ohio can never compete with 
Wisconsin in quantity; but quality and 
flavor are two other things. It is gen
erally felt in Ohio and by men who know 
both States well, that Swiss cheese pro
duced in Ohio is in general a higher 
quality product than that produced in 
Wisconsin and in Illinois. Ohio cheese 
is not, however, sold in as many places as 
Wisconsin cheese because of the large de
mand for Ohio cheese in its home State. 
Among the largest retail outlets for 
Ohio Swiss are Cleveland, Columbus, Cin
cinnati and points serviced by these cities; 
Pittsburgh, Erie, Indianapolis, Philadel
phia, New York City, and Toledo are 
some of the other cities that use a large . 
amount of Ohio Swiss. There are, of 
course, many other large Ohio cities that 
use a lot of our local product. The .first 
Swiss cheese factory was started in Ohio 
more than 75 years ago when immigrants 
from Switzerland arrived in Tuscarawas 
County. The hills of Tuscarawas County 
are said to have closely resembled their 
homeland as any section of America they 
had seen. Originally all ·of the cheese 

·makers were born in Switzerland but 
there are now some second generation 
and even some who have only indirect 
Swiss ancestry. However, most of the 
cheese makers are still "Swiss." 

The Ohio Swiss Cheese Association was 
organized in 1918 to improve the quality 
and selling conditions for Ohio cheese. 
Each December the Association holds a 
"Cheese Day" meeting at which the best 
cheese maker of the year is selected. 
Other contests between Ohio producers 
are' held annually at county fairs held 
at Wooster and Dover and at the Ohio 
State Fair. In 1940 a few factories set 
up another association known as the 
Federated Ohio Swiss Cheese Producers. 
The Ohio Swiss Cheese Association along 
with the State and Federal Government, 
has a full-time technician at work aiding 
factories in problems they may encoun
ter in manufacture. At the present time 
the technician is Fred Ryser. He op
erates a modern laboratory in Sugarcreek 
and ·visits the various member factories 
regularly. ~ Most of the Ohio factories 
are cooperatively owned by farmers who 
supply the cheese maker with milk. 
Only six plants are privately owned, in 
most cases by the cheese maker himself. 

On behalf of the Ohio Swiss Cheese 
Association, its member dairie's and all 
the Ohio cheese makers and the people 
of the Sixteenth Ohio District, I proudly 
accept the challenge laid down by my 
colleague the gentleman from Wiscon
sin, and I now wish to invite you all to try 
our Ohio Swiss which will be served in 

· the House dining room on Friday, May 
19. I leave final judgment to you, my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, 
whether the flavor of Ohio Swiss is better 
than that of Wisconsin. 

FOR~ OFFICER ASKS MILITARY 
JUSTICE BILL VETO 

Mr. REES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanl
. mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD and include a 
short newspaper article and a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REES. Mr. Speaker, my attention 

has been directed to an article that ap
peared in the Evening Star of May 2, 
wherein Capt. Robert B. Ritchie, who 
served for a considerable period in the 
Judge Advocate General Corps in Ger
many, has requested the President to 
veto a military-justice bill that was re
cently approved by the House and Sen
ate, the bill being H. R. 4080. 

In order to get this matter before the 
House, I am asking unanimous consent 
that I may include the newspaper article, 
also a copy of the letter directed to the 
President of the United States, wherein 
Captain Ritchie calls a~tention to what 
he believes to be defects in this bill. He 
points out that in his judgment the leg
islation does not reach the objective in
tended by the Congress. The newspaper 
article and letter follow: 

FORMER OFFICER ASKS MILITARY-JUSTICE 
BILL VETO ' 

A former Army legal officer asked President 
Truman today to veto the military justice 
bill so that several vicious features of the 
measure might be corrected by Congress. 

Capt. Robert B. Ritchie, who served in 
the Judge Advocate General Corps in Berlin 
until leaving the service on March 31, wrote 
the President that the bill passed last week 
falls short of its aim to improve the mili
tary court-martial system. 

Congress, he declared, was on the right 
track in trying to lessen the power of the 
chain of military command over courts 
martial. It made headway in efforts to elim
inate the danger of improper influence by 
high-ranking officers in appointments and 
deliberations, he said. 

But the provision for a civilian court of 
appeals and the over-all section specifying 
penalties for violation of the general act 
would not provide sufficient safeguards, Cap
tain Ritchie declared. 

'The Judge Advocate General," he ex
plained, "has the authority to increase the 
work load of the court at will by ordering 
cases sent to it. Thus he can influence the 
court by harassing it; or if the court should 
not have _enough business, he can influence 
it by throwing -it enough work to justify its 
existence. 

"None of these influences would exist if 
the Judge Advocate was required to go to 
the court by certiorari." · 

Captain Ritchie, who lives in Wichita, 
Kans., said a more serious defect fn the bill 
is that it would take away from the Army 
and Air Force personnel the long-standing 
right to demand trial. Under the present 
system, in many cases, they may agree to 
accept nonjudicial punishment, or may in
sist on a court martial. 

WICHITA, KANS., April 28, 1950. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES_, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: After my separation 

from the · Army March 31 as a captain in 
the Judge Advocate General Corps I com
pleted my study of H. R. 4080, now before 
you for veto consideration, and submitted my 
analysis of its defect s to a Member of Con
gress with the hope that if the bill passed 

without substantial change, amendments 
necessary to make it carry out the congres
sional intent would be affected. Unfortu
nately this effort was unsuccessful. I now 
submit in abbreviated form the mentioned 
defects to you for consideration: 

1. Congress, rather than establish an inde
pendent judicial system for the armed serv
ices, which it thought was desirable but im
practical, formulated, to overcome improper 
domination of courts martial, two devices. 
These were article 98, thought to make it a 
penalty to violate article 37, prohibiting un
lawfUl influencing of court members, and 
article 67, believed to establish a civ11ian
composed Court of Military Appeals free 
from the possibility of military control 
or influence. Neither device performs its 
intended function, because-

(a) Article 37 is not a provision regulat
ing the proceedings before, during, or after 
trial of an accused. 

(b) The Judge Advocate General has the 
authority to in~rease the work load of the 
court at will by ordering cases sent to tt. 
Thus he can influence the court by harassing 
it, or if the court should not have enough 
business, as may happen, he can influence 
it by doing it the favor of throwing it 
enough work to justify its existence. Neither 
of these influences would exist, if the Judge 
Advocate General was required to go to the 
court by certiorari, the method in all cases 
except those involving high-ranking officers 
and death penalties. 

2. Following are three other vicious fea
tures of the bill : 

. (a) Article 15 takes away from Army and 
Air Force personnel the law prescribed pro
tection of the right to demand trial rather 
than to submit to nonjudicial punishment 
because the Navy felt it could not maintain 
discipline aboard ship unless it had the right 
to confine a man on bread and water with
out trial. This right is unnecessary if it 
understands and uses properly the judicial 
punishment system. 

(b) Articles 3 and 43, when combined, 
would permit many individuals formerly sub
ject to military law to be brought back into 
the service and tried for practically any 
offense at any time during their natural life, 
because all offenses are punishable by at least 
life imprisonmen~"as a court martial may 
direct"-and the statute of limitations may 
be tolled by filing charges in a nonpublic 
office. 

Since the defects pointed out above result 
probably from a failure to consider details, 
and since they can be easily corrected, I 
recommend to you, Mr. President, that the 
bill be vetoed. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT BOWLAND RITCHIE. 

TEACHERS' SALARIES 

M:1:. IRVING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include an article from Lib
erty magazine. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gent!eman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. IRVING. Mr. Speaker, in address

ing the Members of the House today on 
what in my opinion is one of the most 
important problems facing our country 
today, it is my earnest desire to call to 
their attention a piece of legislation that 
will do much to rectify a very serious 
condition. The bill I ref er to is H. R. 
5939, introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio, Congressman ToM BURKE, and 
known as the teachers' salary bill. It 
provides for Federal assistance in such 
a manner that it in nowise could be 
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considered controversial or discrimina
tory except by those who might be op
posed to providing a better education 
for the children of our Nation through 
Federal al.d. 

For those Members who perhaps have 
not had the opportunity to become fa
miliar with the critical situation now 
existing in this field I recommend and 
solicit their reading of the following ar
ticle which appeared in the May issue of 
Liberty magazine which I intend to in
clude at the conclusion of my remarks. 
We of the House Committee on Educa-

. tion and Labor who have been working · 
so diligently on thi:s subject know of the 
great need for this legislation as well as 
the serious need for assistance for other 
p:Q.ases· of this broad problem. Yester
day I called your attention to ,some of 
those in the extension of my remarks on 
pages A3211 and A3212 of the Appendix 
to the CONGRESSIONAL RJ]:CORD. 

While I appreciate that the subcom-
- mittee of which I am a member has been 

working continuous"ly for ·many weeks 
drafting and perfecting the necessarily 
complex bills 7940 and 8113 which deal 
with a small but very important portion 
of this over-all . problem and which 
are now practically ready for _ the full 
committee's consideration and action, 
I urge the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. LESINSKI], the chairman of this 
great committee, along with the charr
man of its various subcommittees to post
pone any conflicting meetings or ariy 
others that might interfere· with im
m .::.diate and full consideration of and 
with the definite view in mind of getting 
these vitally needed pieces of legisla
tion-H. R. 7940, 8113, and 5939-to the 
floor of the House for speedy pass'age. 

~,fr. Speaker, it certainly is not iny in
tention or wish to create the erroneous 
impression that these . genqemen have 
not in every way given full cooperation 
along with much of their valuable · time. 
However, I feel that ~ore encourage
ment to all of us to work harder, giving 
our full attention to these specifi.c bills, 
would be of great value. · 

I am sure that the Pre~ident is v~ry 
much in favor of such a .. program as I 
have outlined and I cannot too strongly 
urge your full support . . I have ·been . 
deeply interested in the proposition that 
all of our children whom we· must realize 
are our future citizens and leaders be 
given ari opportunity for_ good educa~. 
tions. Also that those giving their .1ives 
to the teaching of these children be 
treated fairly and equitably so that they 
may live and enjoy a life more nearly 
commensurate with their worth to our 
society. 

In a democracy it is essential that our 
youth get the kind of education that will 
prepare them for responsible citizenship. 
The American way of life will grow and 
flourish only as we maintain a strong sys-
tem of education. · 

[From Liberty magazine] 
WE ARE STARVING OUR TEACHERS 

(By Benjamin Fine) 
(America's future depends on the school• 

ing our children get today. Yet we pay 
schoolteachers less than rat exterminators; 
less than cl~arwomen and garbage colle<:tors. 

In this article Liberty pr~sents the shocking 
truth about teachers' sal11ries.) 

Let's begin by being brutally frank about 
1~ . 

We are starving our teaching profession. 
We aren't paying our teachers a living wage. 

Our teachers' low salaries have become a 
national disgrac~. We are weak·ening 0 1.1r 
democratic way of life because we are un
.willing to pay our teachers enough to make 
them want to teach. Hundreds of thou
sands of them are consta-ntly in debt, trying 
to make ends meet. Many communities pay 
their garbage collectors more than their 
teachers. It ls not unusual to find the street 
cleaners, prison cooks, dog catchers, and 
comfort-station attendants getting more 
than teachers·. Policemen, firemen, bus 
drivers, and other city workers are financial 
aristocrats compared to classroom in
structors. 

'J:'.he .a:verage teacher today gets $2,880 a 
year-just about $55 a week. That sounds 
lik-e a lot of .money compared to her prewar 
salary. But inflationary costs have cut into 
her purchasing power. The $55 of 1950 -is 
not worth as much as $40 was in 1940. . . . 

Two hundred thousand teachers in the 
United- States make less than $35 a week 
now. Half this number get iess than $30. 
Some teachers get as little as $10. a week. 
Could you hire a dog catcher for that salary?_ 

Here are some painful ·facts to mull over: . 
Three 6ut of every foU:r teachers in Missis
sippi get less than $30 a week. · One out of 
e-very two gets Jess than that in Kentucky; 
Arkans.as, Georgia, and North Dakota. In 
10 States-Arkansas. Georg-ia, Kansas, Ken
tucky, Mississippi, Ne.braska, North Dakota, 

· Sout h Dakota, Tennessee, and South Caro
lina-one out of every two teachers get§ less . 
than $35 a week. 

.But that isn'.t all. In a .survey I made for 
the New York .Times not rang ago,. I found 
that the minimum wages paid teachers are 
fantastically small. For example, some 
teachers are getting as little as $450 a year 
in Nebraska, $500 in Mississippi, $524 in 
Kentucky, $696 in Tennessee, $700 in Arkan
sas, and $900 in Alabama. 

With the cost of eggs, butter, meat, and 
.coffee being what it is,-now can you live on 
$450 a year ($8.65 a week) ·or even $500 
($9 .. 62 a week)? 

"I can't hire a. decent janitor for that," . a 
school superintendent said plaintively. 
"How can I ge~ a teacher to work at starva
tion wages?" · 

It just doesn't make sense. · 
Here's a letter that a teacher wrote his 

county superintendent. 
"DEAR SIR: · 1--0on't think I'll teach -· any 

more. I'm now earning $8.25 weekly. · I 
can't ,get married on that. I reckon TU go · 
to work on the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad. 
They pay section bands $7 a day. 

~·If you can pay ~ore, write me. I like to 
teach. · If not, I'll be over Tuesday with the · 
books and blackboard." 

l:he implications are startl-ing. Froh1 8 
to 12 years of their formative period our 
children are in constant contact with their 
teachers. No one in our community-not 
even l>us drivers, policemen, or firemen
plays such an important role in molding the 
·minds of youth. The shape our country win 
be in tomorrow depends upon the schooling 
oul' kids get today. 

I spoke to the chairman of the board .of 
education in a small town not long a-go. 
"What do you pay_ your teachers?" I asked. 
He called in the business manager and was 
infor.med it was $25 a week. 

"Why, that's impossible!" he exclaimed. 
"My office boy gets_ more than that!" 

Teachers get less money than members 9! 
any other recognized profession. They are 
far below, in average earnings, members of 
the medical, dental, engineering, and law 
pro!essious. They make less than the aver-

age newspaperman does, or the average truck 
driver. Oftentimes they make less than un
skilled laborers; they rarely make as much as 
a carpenter, plumber, electrician, or brick
layer. 

In 1948, for example, the average net re
muneration in medicine was $11,300; and for 
civil engineers in private industry, $9,000. 
Dentists earned $7,039. The teacher's aver
age salary in the United States for 1948 'was 
$2,500, or less than a fourth of that of the 
medical profession. In 1948 all manufactur
ing employees earned an average of. $3,040, 
compared with about $2,500 for teachers. 

In New York City, building construction 
workers get more than $5,000 a year. Teach
ers start at $2,5QO, and reach $5,000, if they 
are lucky, after 15 years of service. 

Maybe that is why most of the 75,000 teach
ers in New York State-where salaries are 
among the highest .in the country-h~ve to 
work on the side to supplement their -Income. 
Just listen: One man sold cemetery lots to 
pay his bil_ls. Another took a job in a hotel , 
scrubbing floors. Teachers hold all kinds of 
part-tim.e joQs: truck drivers,. _welders, shoe 
salesmen, florists, ticket sellers, real-estate 
salesmen, carpenters·, milkmen, waiters, 
cooks, barbers, and chambermaids. Sixty 
former teachers in Chicago took jobs as wait
resses or dice-game girls-ancl. earned from 
$36 to $70 a week, plus meals. 

i;>erhaps it's not bad to work in your spa:re 
time, but what·· about ·your professional 
growth? You just don't have time to serve 
as a barber from 6 to ·12, as one teacher did, 
if you're in the ctassroom from 9 to 3·, and 
expect to keep up · with modern-teaching 
methods. 

.If your salary for teaching is $60 a month, 
and school is open only 6 months of the year, 
you may find it tough living oh $360 for 12 
months. Maybe you, too, would feel puzzled, · 
as did the country school teacher in Copiah 
County, Mississippi-. · 

"What do you do the rest of the time 
when you are not teaching?" the Mississippi 
miss was asked. 
· "The last four summers· I worked, begin

ning the last of March until June, at a fac
tory," she replied. "We made containers for 
vegetables." · ·-

After a moment's pause she said wryly, "l 
make more in . 1 week . in the . factory tban I 
make in a montid.eaching." 

The obvious 'question comes to mind; Why 
does she (!ontinue to teach? 

"Teaching is iny profession," she replied 
. with dignity. "I would rather teach than 
do anything else." 

When a teacher earns more making vege-
. fable· containers than she does .teaching 

children, just what is her profession any
way? Is she a teacher or a vegetable-con
tainer maker? Not long ago a - teacher ·in 
West Virginia, earning $178 a month-not 
.enough to keep himself and family in food 
and Clothes-was suspended for digg-ing coal 
on the· side. He made $320 a month for his 
part-ti.me job. And wheµ a Broo~Iyn war 
vete_ran, getting $50 a week for teaching, 
found that he needed the $60 · a week he 
made as a bartender in the evening hours, 
bis social status, and even his job, · was ·en
danr;ered. But what about the Tennessee 
school principal who worked Saturdays as a. 
grocery clerk, or the teacher who bil'ed him
self out as a cotton picker? Can they carry 
full-time jobs on the side and still expect 
to be good teachers? · 

A Butl'alo teacher gave a frank answer. 
After 30 years in the profession, he can't 
support his wife and two children on the 
$50 he takes home weekly. 

"I make more selling vacuum cleaners 
than I do teaching," he confessed, "but my 
teaching suffers." • 

When we pay shoe salesmen and char
women more than we do our teachers, we 
are not getting the best brains for our cbil-
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dren. Our scliools are the very cornerstone 
of our democracy. Let's not chip away at the 
corners. • 

A Nation-wide survey conducted by 
Liberty shows the . vast gap that exists be:
tween salaries paid to teachers and those 
paid to other cit y employees. In virtually 
every one of the Nation's l~rgest cit ies, rookie 
policemen, firemen, as well as transit workers 
and garbage collectors, get a higher be
ginning salary than do teachers. 

Now, it may well be that our large cities 
couldn't get along without policemen, fire
men, transit workers, and garbage collectors. 
But can we get along without aQ,equately 
trained teachers? Unless we are will~ng to 
pay teachers at least as much as we do 
garbage collectors, we can't expect to get 
our best youth to enter the teaching pro
fession. 

Here are beginning salaries for policemen; 
firemen , transit workers, garbage collectors, 
and t eachers in 15 of our largest cities-a 
shameful eye-opener for au of us: 

.. 

Transit Gar-
City Police- Fire- work- bage Teach-

nien · men collec- ers ers tors 
---------

New York ______ $3, 150 $3, 150 $2,"979 $3, 250 $2, 500 
Cbica!o __ ___ ____ 3, 012 3, 012 3, 224 2, 756 2,500 
Phila elphia ____ 4, 024 2, 944 3, 692 2, 643 2,400 Detroit__ ________ 3, 257 3, 257 4, 400 3, 037 3,046 
Cleveland _______ 2, 748 2, 640 3, 600 3, 070 2, 700 Baltimore _______ 2, 600 2, 700 3, 619 2, 845 2,600 
St~ Louis ________ 3, 144 3, 144 2, 240 2, 580 2, 400 B@ston __ ________ 2, 800 2,800 3, 120 2, 613 2,484 
P ittsburgh ______ 2, 979 2, 979 3, 224 2, 912 2,200 
San Francisco ___ 3, 420 3, 420 3, 759 4, 368 2, 700 
Minneapolis. ___ 3, 036 3, 036 3, 162 3, 016 2,400 
Houston, Tex __ _ 2, 700 2, 700 3, 772 2, 496 2,403 Seattle __ ___ _____ 3, 120 3, 120 3,360 3, 575 2,600 
Limisville, Ky __ 2,.400 2,.400 3, 350 2, 600 2,400 
Milwaukee ______ 3, 360 3, 360 3, 500 3, 096 2,807 

-----------Average ___ 2, 983 2, 977 ·a, 400 2, 990 2,609 

What a grave indictment. Virtually every 
one of our largest cities pay p.olicemen, fire
men, transit workers, and garbage collectors 
more than teachers. The entering teacher 
gets, in our largest cities, an average salary 
of $2,609. But the garbage collector can 
cpunt on $2,990. 

Of course, through annual increments of 
$100 to $150 a year, the teachers' salaries fre
quently pull away from the collectors of 
garbage. But it takes long years of prepara
tion to be a teacher. In each of the cities 
reached by Liberty, the teacher is required to 
have at least a 4-year college education be
fore she gets her certificate. It is doubtful 
whether that is expected of garbage collec
tors or even the higher-paid bus or subway 
drivers. · 

If teachers' salaries are so.out of line in the 
large cities, what· about the small rural com
munities, or the cities and towns below 25,000. 
population? Here we find the salaries even 
more pitifully inadequate. To quote but .. a 
few instances: Teachers in Stuttgart, Ark., 
get $1,230 a year; in Madisonville, Ky., $1,329; 
Van Buren, Maine, $1,631; Aberdeen, Miss., 
$1,080; and Ripley, Tenn., $1,427. 

How can a teacher live on $20 or $25 a 
week and expect to keep up with modern 
educational practices, dress well, and serve 
as a model to the youth of the community? 
Does it make sense that tens of thousands of 
teachers get paid less than garbage collec
tors and rat exterminators? 
· Maybe that is why the superintendent in a 

Georgia rural-school system got this puzzling 
letter of complaint from one of his teachers: 
"Dear Sir: When I since [signed?] up 
Wednesday I was to since up for four check 
and I just since up for two check and that 
made four time for me too. If this don't go 
to the write place send it on to the one to-
and since you up. Ever two week. I don't 
you to since me my other checks to me be-

cause the money ls hard to made for me not 
to get them so sense them out to me at once. 

"P. S.-Answer real soon." 
The disturbed board officials finally puzzled 

out what the teacher meant: She had re
ceived only two checks in 4 months. Dr. 
John I. Allman, Georgia's deputy State su
perintez:ident of schools, pronto sent her tl;le 
missing two checks. Perhaps she could con
tinue to teach reading and 'rithmetic, but 
could she be entrusted to teach 'riting to 
the young trustful souls under her care? 

"We have no control av.er her," explained 
Dr. Allman. Then he added wistfully, "Per
h aps she is the best they can get for $67.50 
a month." 

If we pay a teacher $15 or $16 a week we'll 
get our money's worth all right. It's a 
wonder the Georgia teacher could write at 
all. 

I have seen teachers who couldn't. Not 
far from Detroit I met a $35-a-week teacher 
who boasted of the lacing he gave one of his 
students: "He won't get out of bed for a 
week." And then he added, "If I can't l'arn 
'em, I wham 'em." Or how would you like 
your child to be taught by the female 
ancient mariner come to life who told her 
pupils in . a Rocky Mountain State, "Wait 
till the women get the right to vote in this 
country. We'll show the men how to run it." 

The present salaries cannot possibly bring 
the best minds into the teaching profession. 
When a college graduate can enter business, 
industry, or the Government at a higher 
salary than he can the teaching profession, 
why shouldn't he take the better-paying job? 
A recent study shows that teachers are the 
lowest paid among the Colgate graduates, 
while those in industry are the highest. 
Teachers in the class of 1928 averaged $4,105, 
while men in industry made $12,510 annually. 
Graduates of the class of 1938 ·showed a simi
lar disparity: Those who graduated 12 years 
ago and went into industry are now making 
$6,144 each; those who went into teaching 
are making $3,513. It has been estimated 
that a teacher has 1 chance in 2,500 to earn 
$10,000 or more a year, and 1 chance in 400 
to earn $7,500 or more. 

Indeed, New York, the richest State in 
the Union, illustrates the disparity that 
exists between salaries paid to teachers and 
those received by other professions. This 
table shows the entering annual salaries of 
several groups: 

Engineer, $2,898. 
Economist, $2,898; 
Statistician, $3,036. 
Architect, $3,450. 
Insurance examiner, $3,846. 
Bank examiner, $4,242. 
Physician, $4,636. . 

· Teacher, $2,500 ($2,700 with M. A. degree). 
Again we find the teacher on the lowest 

rung of the financial ladder. 
A survey of 169 well-known industrial 

concerns by the Northwestern University's 
bureau of placement estimates that the 
average salaries for college graduates this 
year will be $245 a month. Beginning en
glneers will get $260; sales personnel, $240; 
accountants, $238; general business trainees, 
$234; and those in other fields, $252. Teach-
ers will get $185 a month. · 

Alarmed ·at this trend, the High School 
Teachers Association of New York City 
warned: "Teachers who are forced to pinch 
pennies to maintain a decent professional 
standard of ltving certainly will not be en
thusiastic about recommending the teach
ing profession to capable young people." 

·perhaps that is why one-third of all the 
teachers of the Nation said, in answer to a 
questionnaire: "I would not recommend 
that my bright students go into teaching." 
Or why one mother said bitterly, "I'd break 
my son's neck if he decided to become a 
teacher. It's bad enough that his dad is 
1n this racket." 

The low teaching · salary ls the most im
portant' reason for the growing teacher 
crisis. This year our teaching training in
stitutions wm prepare less than 20,000 ele
m entary school teachers. We will need 
100,000. During t he n ext 10 years the Na
tion W111 need 1,000,000 teachers-and Will 
h ave one-fifth t hat number available. How 
can you expect the bright students to go 
into teaching if t hey can st art at a h igher 
salary tn almost any other profession? 

During the war and post war years 350,000 
teachers, many of them the best in the pro
fession, deserted the classroom for bet t er
paying jobs. Sometimes a small rural school 
may have five or six teachers come and go 
in· 1 year. Of course, some teachers stick 
because of loyalty to their student s and be-· 
cause they love teaching. A sout hern 
teacher with 14 years' experience, now get
ting $886 a year, gave this reason for remain
ing on the job: 

"I enjoy working with children and feel 
that I am making a worth-while contribu
tion to my community. Otherwise I would 
have left the teaching profession long ago." 

Only recently the southern schoolma'am 
said she was offered a position as a maid 
for an elderly lady which would have paid 
her considerably more than she's now get:
ting as a teacher. She didn't quit although, 
in her own words, "Almost any position I 
might get as waitress, cook, factory worker, 
or. beauty-parlor assistant would pay me 
more money than I am now making teach
ing school." 

Listen to the testimony of Mrs. Marie R. 
Turner, superintendent of Breathitt . County 
schools, Jackson, Ky., who appeared before 
the House Education Committee last June, 
where she testified in behalf of Federal aid 
for schools: 

"We are able to pay our best-qualified 
teachers-on a ·12-month basis-$118 a 
nionth. . Our least-qualified teachers earn 
$70 a month. As a result we are not hold
big our more capable teachers, nor are we 
attracting new material of the best caliber." 

This is a real problem. Until we pay teach
ers · as much as we pay others for le·ss im
portant jobs, we'll ·not get competent 
teachers. 

Everywhere the story is the same: The 
American teacher is being sold short. She 
is not getting enough to attract our best 
brains. If we cheat our teachers, we cheat 
our children too. Then society is the loser. 

In a democracy it is essential that our 
youth get the kind of education that will 
prepare them for responsible citizenship. 
The Arilerican way ·of life will grow and 
flourish only as we maintain a strong sys
tem of education. Underpaid teachers will 
mean undereducated. boys and girls. As the 
richest Nation in. the world we can afford 
to pay our teachers a decent living wage. 
Let's throw away our peanuts attitude, and 
encourage the best among our citizens to 
become teachers. 

Without good teachers we will not h ave 
good schools. And without good schools our 
democracy ts endangered. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. SADLAKl is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

GLOOMY OBSERVANCE 

" Mr. SADLAK. Mr. Speaker, today, 
wherever there beats a Polish heart, 
we can be sure it is niore keenly attuned 
to the ever-present thought of liberty 
because May 3 marks the anniversary 
of the adoption of the Polish Constitu
tion 159 years ago. It is Poland's na
tional holiday and to exiled Poles . scat
tered over the globe it is a day dedicated 
to undiminishing hope in the ultimate 
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attainment of freedom for a long-suffer• 
ing fatherland. 

One of the greatest documents in 
world history, the Polish Constitution 
burst upon the scene in Europe in the 
midst of enemies who were determined 
to suppress this courageous and liberal 
venture in self-government. It was, at 
that time, the brightest shaft of light 
to penetrate the deep darkness of a con
tinent bogged down by inequalities, serf
dom and rule by the privileged class. 
But the forces in opposition saw to it 
that this exemplary and revolutionary 
document did not receive an opportunity 
of being exercised to their detriment. 
Soon after the unholy partnership, 
Russia, Germany, and Austria dismem
bered and plunged Poland into a period 
of subjugation that lasted 150 years and 
terminated after World War I in the 
achievement of independence. 

"What joy and hope and enthusiasm a 
nation reborn can know after a century 
and a half of slavery can scarcely be 
visualized. Peace and independence at
tained, Poland looked forward with con
fidence in the future and with the honest 
expectation that the worst of its un
happy history was a thing of the past. 
That this was to be but an interim, brief, 
elusive and fleeting as a dream, none 
could believe. Yet an aspirant to world 
domination with the first blitzkrieg de
scended upon Poland with full fury and 
ended the beautiful dream by aerial and 
artillery shelling that struck down men, 
women, and children in methodical de
struction aimed at eliminating for all 
time a nation that had scarcely sufficient 
time to catch its breath and to rise to its 
feet after 150 years of abuse at the hands 
of three ruthless tyrants. 

·The Hitler horde pressed through in 
its brutal attack and gained its objec
tive for the time. But, worse yet was 
the agreement Germany made with 
Russia to partition Poland. Engulfed, 
deserted, alone, and helpless, this coura
geous peace-loving nation was faced with 
extermination. It must be remembered 
that the promised assistance never ma
terialized. When at long last the Nazi 
juggernaut had been repelled, a spark 
of hope was rekindled that perhaps the 
independence that was so criminally in
terrupted might again be restored. And, 
in spite of the terrific cost, the winning 
of freedom seemed to be worth the 
price. The word of the Allies was the 
guaranty upon which was placed un
limited faith despite all the cruel adver
sities and the indescribable suffering ex
perienced. This then was the child-like 
faith of the Polish people. Patience and 
trust and belief in the ultimate resur
rection of its country with the help of 
the United States prevailed in Poland 
and throughout the world wherever 
there exists sympathy for this most har
assed of nations. 

Though May 3 is here again and the 
world over Polish people turn .their 
thoughts to that glorious, freedom-giv
ing document, the Constitution of 1791, 
there is little cause for rejoiclng, for 
there is no Poland where there is no free
dom. In its place there is Communist 
brutality, ::i,ided and abetted by the griev
ous errors of the Yalta agreement. The 

present government in Poland is the di
rect result of a sell-out by pro-Com
munist elements in our Government that 
guided the foreign policy of the United 
States at the time the infamous secret 
agreements were consummated. Our 
current programs of foreign relations are 
still slanted in that direction and the 
authors of these volatile policies wield 
their influence yet to the detriment of 
world peace. 

And the pledges to Poland lie forgotten. 
History can do nothing other than to 

saddle the United States with the accu
sation that it eliminated one enemy of 
Poland and invited another to take its 
place. This truth will become increas
ingly prominent as the Russian bear 
with its grasping, clawing paws reaches 
out to embrace more and more territory. 
Nations are falling before the military 
and diplomatic onslaughts of the Com
munists and are being absorbed into the 
Russian orbit the while we piddle away 
valuable time and condone an utterly 
ifresponsible foreign policy that is fast 
leading the world toward that dreaded 
peace crusher-war. It must be admit
ted by even the most naive that Russia 
is extremely busy on all fronts, the diplo
matic, the economic, and the military. 
She wastes no time but exploits every 
opportunity to advance her projects of 
eventual world domination. 

The same old dream of world con
querors is shared by Joe Stalin and one 
would have to be stone deaf and black 
blind not to recognize that this ominous 
dream is being transformed, at this mo
ment, into a cold, frightening and de
structive reality by the Kremlin boss. 
Who can claim, in all honesty, that the 
present role of Communist Russia does 
not follow the time-worn pattern of sub
jugation. I have no patience with apolo
gists who insist the United States does 
not understand Russia. What is there 
left to understand in the barbaric and 
shameless conduct of Soviet Russia 
whose brazen reluctance toward achieve
ment of world peace is convincingly in
dicated each and every day. While we 
accept almost meekly the endless diplo
matic and cold war shenanigans of the 
Kremlin our foreign policy remains 
sleazy, disintegrated and exposed to lam
pooning. 

We have international responsibilities. 
That cannot be denied. They are se
rious, we all know. But we must meet 
the gravest of our problems-head on. 
Not with a chip on our shoulders. Not 
with any implied threats, but with realis
tic firmness that shall inspire a sound 
declaration of policy based on well
known concepts of righteousness. There 
are no alternate avenues by which we 
can reach a solution. Right is right and 
the mistakes made by our Red-tinted 
policymakers can be rectified. 
· I call for an unqualified repudiation 

of the Yalta agr~ement. 
I entreat tha·t a beginning be made, 

here and now, to pull down that wall oi 
iron that keeps our tried and true ally, 
Poland, imprisoned behind it. If peace 
i$ truly the aim of Russia, then the re
lease of Poland from its clutching grasp 
would entail no difficulty whatever, 
WOUld Clear the atmosphere Of world SUS-

picion and prepare the path to peace. I 
address myself to the Russian nation and 
invite its attention to this fundamental 
truth. · 

Peace is simple to achieve. Peace is 
poss'ible if it is truly desired. 

A start toward that goal can be made 
in Poland. Withdrawal of Russian 
forces and restoration of Polish inde
pendence would be acclaimed by the 
world at large. That is a clear and per
fectly obvious assignment of Soviet Rus
sia in the present cold war that is rapidly 
warming up to a dangerous degree. The 
duty of the United States in this instance 
is to remember the pledges made to 
heroic Poland, devout believer in the 
principles of freedom and constitutional 
government, and friend and ally. 

The valiant people of Poland look to 
this country for encouragement and sup
port in the hope that through the efforts 
of the United States the next observance 
of Polish Constitution Day will be an oc
casion for rejoicing in a free, happy, and 
prosperous country, 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SADLAK. I yield. 
Mr. CANFIELD. I wish to join the 

distinguished gentleman from Connecti
cut in his tribute today to tne. liberty
loving people of Poland. I hope that the 
Voice of America carries a complete ac
count of his address today to those peo
ple behind the iron curtain. 

Mr. SADLAK. I thank the gentle
man very much. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. SADLAK] 
has expired. 

THE THIRD OF MAY 

· Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 5 minutes and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZABLOCKI. -Mr. Speaker, on this 

one hundred and fifty-ninth anniver- · 
sary of the adoption of the Polish Con
stittition-lmown simply by its date: The 
3d of May-let us once again pause and 
pay tribute to that once-great nation, 
and refl,ect on its presen.t-day tragedy: 

To all Americans of Polish ancestry, 
and to the millions of Poles scattered 
throughout the continents of the world, 
this anniversary will always remain full 
of special significance. in all walks of 
life, in all fields of endeavor, in all condi- ~ 
tions, they will always find inspiration 
and example in their forefathers' 
achievements and spirit, of which the 
Constitution of the Third of May 1791, 
is a worthy embodiment. 

While sanguinary revolutions and up
sets were marking the history of other 
nations through the eventful years of 
the eighteenth century, the Poles have 
peacefully and joyfully set themselves to 
the ·~ask of writing and adopting their 
great ' constitution, which gave to the 
common man of Poland the freedoms in-· 
herent in democracy. The manner in 
which this democratic document was 
born·, though astounding to the rest of 
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the wo:.:ld, was merely in keeping with 
the tradition of the Poles who, from the 
earliest times, have shown deep respect 
for the dignity of man, and unwavering 
devotion to parliamentary principles. 

It is well known that this enfranchise
ment of the Polish masses came too late 
to be enjoyed by them. Within a few 
years the third partition dismembered 
the old Republic, and for over a century 
it ceased to exist as a free nation. Yet 
this same spirit which motivated the 
adoption of the Constitution of the 3d 
Of May, and which shaped the current 
of events of Poland's history, once again 
asserted itself as Poland gained freedom 
and independence in 1918. 

The hour of freedom was brief. Torn 
between the rivalries of the East and the 
West , the totalitarian ambitions of her 
neighbors, Poland was once again dis
membered; this tlme by the Nazis, whose 
reign of terror was soon to be replaced 
by the tragic Communist domination. · 

As we recall the history of Poland, 
and ponder over her present plight, ·we 
must ask ourselves, "How long must her 
people suffer?" And we must also ask 
ourselves, "How long must the other peo
ple suffer-the other people who also 
love freedom and independence, democ
racy and peace, and who, because of the 
rapacious actions of their neighbors, 
have already suffered so much?" 
· The end must come to the incessant 
warfare, to the oppression of the smaller 
nations, to bloodshed and pain, to in
tolerance and insatiable greed that have 
frustrated all the attempts at establish
ing peace and freedom in the world, and 
have brought tragedy to the lives of 
countless millions. 

Our Nation has been, and is; working 
for the achievement of that goal-the 
thought of Poland must spur us in our 
efforts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I join with the 
distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. ZABLOCKI] and also the other gen
tlemen who have spoken on this occasion 
in paying honor to the great people of 
Poland and in properly commemorating 
the one hundred and fifty-ninth anni
versary of the establishment of the Pol
ish Constitution. Every student of his
tory is aware of the great contribution 
made to.ward the progress of mankind, 
toward the existence of the dignity of 
man and cif the establishment of demo
cratic institutions of government by the 
people of Poland in past generations. 
Every student of government is well 
aware of the deep faith that the peo
ple have always possessed, which has 
been an inspiration and a strength and 
a guidance to them in making their great 
contribution to the progress of man. 

The people of Poland have been 
through many trying periods, but they 
have never been defeated. The people 
of Poland today are undergoing another 
period of pain, but the great courage, as 
a result of the faith tbat the people of 
Poland possess, will have them emerge 
from this period of pain and again enjoy 
their independence as a nation and their 

freedom as a people. Persons of all 
races and of all racial origins are look
ing forward to the day when the heel 
of the oppressor, the vicious dictator, is 
removed from the soil and the people of 
Poland. Once that is done the alien 
regime that is in there now will be very 
quickly hurled out and again a govern
ment "of the people, by the people, for 
the people,'' as the great Abraham Lin
coln well said so many years ago, will 
exist in that great land abroad. 

May I say to the gentlemen who have 
made remarks today, some of whom are· 
Americans of Polish descent, like the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ZA
BLOCKI] and the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. SADLAKl, that the people of 
America are proud of the Americans of 
Polish blood and of the contribution they 
have made to the progress of our coun
try. They have always been liberty-lov
ing people, and they always will be, and 
with the help of God and the power of 
America we will look forward and pray 
for that day when the heel of the totali
tarian oppressor will be removed and 
again liberty restored to the fine, brave 
people of Poland. 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. I yield to the gentle
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I shall always re
member a remarkable address made on 
the floor of this House on Polish Consti
tution Day several years ago when the 
now Speaker of the House, the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN] paid 
great compliment to the liberty-loving 
people of Poland, and reached a great 
peroration when he said: 

Poland's battle is our battle, and our battle 
is Poland's battle. 

. Mr. ZABLOCKI. I thank the gentle
man. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

POLISH CONSTITUTION DAY 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members who 
asked and were given permission to ex
tend their remarks in the Appendix of 
the RECORD today on Polish Constitution 
Day may have the privilege of extend
ing those remarks at this point in the 
RECORD, and that all Members may have 
five legislative days in which to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD on this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis

-consin? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TAURIELLO. Mr. Speaker, today 

is the one hundred and fifty-ninth anni
versary of the Polish Constitution, which 
contains her famous bill of rights. 

Americans of Polish descent and Poles 
in all free countries today are celebrat
ing one of the greatest Polish holidays. 
Not only is this anniversary commemo
rated by people of Polish extraction, but 
they are joined by all freedom-loving . 
people throughout the world. 

Over a century and a half ago Polish 
leaders, encouraged and inspired in part 

by the American Revolution, proclaimed 
a new bill of rights for the Polish Nation. 
Many documents are of great historic 
significance, but the Polish Constitution 
is truly one of the world's great docu
ments of freedom. I might say it was 
the most liberal and the most democratic 
of its day, and it served as an inspira
tion to other struggling nations to assert 
themselves. 

The Third of May is to all Poles what 
the Fourth of July is to all Americans
it is a day among days. Today in the 
hearts of millions of true Poles, those 
still behind the iron curtain, and millions 
of our own Polish-Americans, burns the 
light of freedom that some day will bring 
to that heroic nation a new independence. 

I need not recall today the glorious 
history of the Polish people, its record 
of unsurpassed valor, fear less courage, 
and unblemished honor. People all over 
the world recall Poland's magnificent 
heritage which has served her as a guid
ing light throughout all the years of her 
trials and tribulations. We recall that 
spirit which never yielded its devotion 
to an ideal. 

Through the centuries her great lead
ers have given their aid and assistance to 
all countries which were struggling for 
the right of self-determination. In our 
own fight for independence, those men 
of extraordinary capabilities and cour
age-Pulaski, Sobieski, and Kosciusko, 
as well as countless Polish patriots
contributed heavily to our victory. To 
them and to all the Polish people we 
owe an unceasing debt of gratitude. 

In the present state of a:f!airs, Poland 
finds herself a · victim of Soviet aggres
sion like so many other countries-in 
spite of the fact that in none of these 
.countries are the Communists in a ma
jority. 

Poland was first in the fight against 
the German aggressor in 1939 and was 
justly called the inspiration of the world 
by President Roosevelt. Her heroic 
stand at that time in the face of ag.,. 
gression by a superior force is an ex
ample of courage unparalleled in his
tory. She inspired freedom-loving na
tions and brought home to them the first 
realization of the Axis threat to civiliza
tion. 

By thus engaging Hitler in the early 
days of the war, Poland prevented a 
surprise attack on France and England 
who were unprepared at the time. Had 
Poland compromised instead of resisting 
aggression, the whole course of history 
might have been changed. 

As a faithful ally, Poland obtained the 
promises of the great powers that she 
would be free and independent, yet today 
she is under the yoke of another aggres.
sor, which plans eventually to dominate 
the entire world. 

Poland's contribution to the success of 
the Allied Nations during World War II 
and her people's struggle to preserve 
western civilization throughout the years 
make it incumbent upon us here in 
America to keep faith with the Polish 
p~ople, especially at the present time 
when her long-cherished freedom is once 
again enslaved. 

The Polish people are known as reso
lute people who can endure a great deal 
in defense of their liberty. They believe 
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in the principles of . Christianity as op
:posed to Communist doctrine and prac
tices. 

Our ultimate goal, and the ultimate 
goal of all liberty-loving people, should 
be the destruction of communism, since 
it is a doctrine contrary to the spirit of 
real liberty and one which violates 
human rights. 

Therefore, I again urge that the 
United States continue every effort to 
restore Poland to her prewar glory. We 
are morally obligated to render every 
possible assistance, both directly and 
through the United Nations, to help her 
in her underground struggle to break the 
chains of totalitarianism which threaten 
to engulf the Western World. 

With the Polish people, I firmly believe 
that justice and democracy will eventu
g,~!J- ~;:-!~~j_:;!';., ~~t ·! ~~!!<n:··~T 7~~·mu00 ~u~1.~ . 
nish concrete proof and assistance to 
achieve this end as soon as possible. 

Mr. GORSKI. Mr. Speaker, today is 
the one hundred and fifty-ninth anni
versary of the adoption of the Polish 
Constitution. It symbolizes the suc
cessful achievement of individual liberty 
through the untiring efforts of the Polish 
people. 

It is appropriate that this honorable 
body take cognizance of the situation 
facing the Polish people.in their effort to 
attain stabllity and independence ·as a 
nation. 

History shows Poland as the battle
ground of Europe, torn between powerful 
conflicting forces surrounding her, the 
partitions and the frequent changes in 
sovereignty over the areas inhabited by 
Polish peoples, is well known. Polish 
contributions to art and science are also 
well known. Poland's-aid, through great 
leaders in the .cause of oui· own inde.:. 
pendence, has frequently been recog
nize<:: by the American people. Tile suf
fering of the Polish people · through the 
·changing conditions of power politics in 
·Europe through the centuries and the 
persistent courage of her people and her 
leaders in fighting unflaggingly against . 
overpowering forces seeldng to thwart 
Polish independence have aroused the 
admiration of mankind. 

Not the least in Poland's long history of 
oppression and tribulations is the history 
of the Polish pc;ople in World War II. 
The world will long remember the cour
age of the Polish people in 1939, when 
they refused to submit to the unrighteous 
demands of the powerful Nazi war ma
chine. The world will not forget the 
1,000,000 military casualties and the !-'.l,-
000,000 civilian casualties and the dev
astation of Polish cities and farms as 
armies surged back and forth across 
Polish t erritory in World War II. 

The nations of the world owe an ob
ligation to Poland and other small na
tions like her to make certain that the 
continual conflict and unrest resulting 
from the conflicting ambitions of power 
politics shall cease. A tremendous re
sponsibility rests upon the United Na
tions organization to guarantee and 
assure the opportunity to peoples like 
the Poles to live their lives and enrich 
their existence without molestation and 

· oppression from any source.. The 'na
tions of the world owe a duty to the Po-

lish people and others similarly situated for the end of all aggressive global wars. 
under the chaotic conditions existing. in If the money which has been spent for 
the aftermath of the war to guarantee wars could be spent for the advancement 
that the people themselves shall h~ve the and benefit of humanity this would be 
right to select the kind of government a good worid to live in. Poland arid the 
they desire in a free election in which other nations now under the domination 
there cannot be any doubt that the re- of Russia could once again enjoy free
sults are the expression of the free will dom, liberty, and peace on earth. 
of the citizens without coercion or im- Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I deem 
proper influence exerted by outside it a real privilege to stand before this 
forces. microphone in this House of Representa
. As a representative American of Pol- tives, to freely and under no restrictions, 
ish descent I await the day when Poland address the Members on the occasion of 
will be free of the Red army bayonets the one hundred and fifty-ninth anni
that control Poland today. I await the versary of the Polish Constitution of 
day when freedom and democracy will May 3, adopted in 1791, by the Congress 
be enjoyed by the Polish people as we in of the Republic of Poland, which was the 
America are blessed. most liberal, most democratic of its day, 

Mr. CHESNEY. Mr. Speaker, on this Upon rereading it today, one is pro
May 3, 1950, we are again privileged to foundly moved at its wisdom and mag-
·mrn.W-~·coli'iiL'i-c1:.10ia.tB·~~1:Ji.i~h~~wrst:r-0~~~:r~i•tli~:rw~1.i~tra'.5"0U.i'C-.:i''li5'Ms·a:;.1~~1rC6~~~,,~~~ ~ · .. ~T~ 
tution Day.' It was on May 3, 1791, that dom to the People of Poland. 
Poland adopted this . great document , It was in 1939, which means 11 years 
granting far-reaching freedom to her ago when Poland and the Polish Nation 
people. observed the so-called constitution of 

Just as we Americans celebrate Inde- May 3 as a free, independent, and sover
pendence Day on July 4 so the people of eign state, on their own soil. 
Poland would jubilantly celebrate today Since that time the Polish Nation has 
if it were possible for them to do so. But suffered the consequences of war, occu
Poland cannot rejoice today. Russia wm pation, and most _severe destruction of 
see that they do not but even the iron their l)omeland. Since that time the 
heel of Russia cannot prevent the Polish great Polish Nation could not observe 
people from a silent and hopeful ob- this memorable and historical day, 
servance of the one hundred and fifty- Yes-11 years have elapsed since Poland 
ninth anniversary of their great day. went under another era of foreign con
Let us all hope that in the not too dis- trol and influence. 
tant future the Polish people will again · Here-in this country-:-we are cog
be free to openly and happily celebrate nizant of the unparalleled tragedy that 
Constitution Day. the Polish Nation is going through, 

Poland • has been the unfortunate And today on the daY of the one hun
battling ground of Europe in many wars. dred and fifty-nip.th anniversary of the 
During World War I armies crossed and Constitution of Poland, we express our 
recrossed her land, destroying homes deep heartfelt sympathy and at the same 
and fields. I believe that Poland has en- time corivey our sincere sentiments as a 
countered more misery from wars than brotherly nation. . 
any other country in Europe. But, asi.de of the geographical and po-

During World War II Poland would not · litical Poland which at the present time 
·yield to Hitler and his barbaric hordes. experiences results and tactics which is 
Poland had the courage to stand and so strange to her-there is another Po
fight the invaders in an efi'ort to pre- land-the· spiritual Poland which exist, 
.serve her independence. The defense of lives, and grows outside of her natural 
Warsaw will long be remembered as one boundaries. For there is a proverb in 
. of the monumental battles of all times. .the Polish language which iri English 
When she was defeated her brave soldiers sounds something like this:· "Wherever 
did not surrender but fled to other lands beats Polish heart, wherever Polish blood 
and carried on the battle with their flows, there is Poland." Yes, west of the 
allies. iron curtain, there is another Poland. 

On the slopes of Monte Cassino thou- Just as strong physically, morally, and 
sands of these brave men gave their l.ives spiritually, as the one which is known 

: and in so doing they saved the lives of for courage, knighthood, and untiring 
·many American, British, and French efforts in their pursuit for freedom; lib
soldiers. They gave their lives but their erty, and independence. We cannot 
fathers, mothers. sisters, brothers, overlook the enormous contribution of 
friends, and relatives did not reap the the great Polish Nation in their fight to 
fruits of the common victory. Not for protect the western civilization and the 

· them the freedom which their allies· are Christian world from being overrun or 
now enjoying-not for them the inde- even annihilated by evil forces all 
pendence for which they so valiantly through the history of mankind. 
fought. And today this sam·e nation-Poland-

Let us all have faith in the future of observes its one· hundred and fifty-ninth 
Poland. Let us all fervently hope that anniversary of the constitution of May 3, 
she will once again proudly stand erect, which, as our own, embodies all the 

. side by side with the United States, free fundamentais of freedom, equality, and 
and indepeq.dent, as a testimonfal to an · independence. And.;_as stat·etl before
indomitable courage and unconquerable there is another Poland which we-might 
spirit which has always marked the his- · as well call "west of the iron· curtain 
tory and background of that land o.f Poland," which is tho'roughly democratic 

· hard-fighting, liberty'-loving ·Pepple. and religious, is seeking shelter and 
I think we should pause in the midst refuge from the present "regime"' set up 

· of our legislative business to silently pray · after Wotld War II over in Poland, 
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Many settlements have sprung up all 

over the world; many new colonies were 
established where our good friends, Poles, 
are trying to start living anew. These 
new settlements are becoming strong out':' 
posts of true democracy and Christian
ity. Many of them came to our shores, 
where they are enjoying our hospital
ity...:.....where they are extended all the 
possible help in their sincere effort to 
adjust themselves and rehabilitate them
selves according to the new conditions 
and customs existing in this great coun-
try of ours. ' 

As long as I am on this subject, men
tion should be made about the great 
Polish people, whose gallant sons con
tributed so much to the independence, 
growth, and development of these United 
States of America. The Poles are known 
to us-well enough. And we know well 
enough that the present new generation 
represents just as valuable and desirable 
element, as the old pioneers and r Id 
Polish settlers in this land of plenty. 

Today all freedom-loving Poles of two 
decades unite to pay tribute to their 
heroes to the creators of the greatest 
docum~nt of its time, "The constitution 
of the 3d of May." All those living out
side Soviet-dominated Poland assemble 
in order that they may on this ve:ry 
day express their wishes, their thoughts, 
their sorrows. Here, on our free and 
brotherly soil, we consider it an honor 
and privilege to join our fellow citizens of 
Polish descent, also all those who came 
to this country as DP's in their observ
ance of this memorable day, the one 
hundred and fifty-ninth anniversary of 
the constitution of May 3. 

We extend our brotherly hands to all 
those who so gallantly fought in the last 
World War, and in all the previous com
bat encounters in the field of freedom, 
and on this very day, which is today, 
Wednesday, May 3, 1950, convey our most 
sincere hope and most earnest wishes 
that the great Polish Nation will soon 
again cherish all the blessing of true 
freedom, liberty and sovereignty to the 
fullest extent. 

Christianity and democracy are the 
most precious possessions of mankind, 
and no nation shall be deprived of these 
priceless virtues. The Constitution of 
Poland, often referred to as the Consti
tution of the 3d of May, was built upon 
these fundamentals. And we may assure 
our Polish friends that with their deter
mination, patience, and firm belief in 
God, as proven by history, they shall 
regain and achieve complete restoration 
of Poland which again will take due place 
in the great family of Christian and 
democratic nations. 

Permit me to stress again that the 
Poles in Poland of today are for bidden 
to observe the Third of May Constitution 
Day. But they are forced to participate 
in the May 1st day celebrations on the 
orders from the Kremlin. 

Therefore, our commemoration of the 
Polish national holiday has a twofold 
purpose. First, to join the Polish people 
in their observance of the one hundred 
fifty-ninth anniversary of the Constitu
tion of May the 3d; second, to express 
our deep sympathy to all those, who by 
no fault of their own, are unable to join 

our ranks, and who are subjugated to a. 
form of government which they do not 
like, nor approve of. 

General characteristics of the Polish 
people are nearly the same as- ours-
their love of freedom, recognition of 
human rights, and understanding of peo
ples' needs are the same as ours. Our 
conception of christianity and democ
racy-is no different. History tells us 
that. 

So on this day, the one hundred fifty
ninth anniversary of the Constitution 
of May the 3d of Poland, let us give 
our Polish friends our most sincere as
surance of our moral support to cheer 
them to encourage them in their con
tinued fight for freedom in full sense of 
the word. Long live Poland. Let their 
culture, traditions, and art enrich our 
new American culture. 
. Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, this 

day marks the one hundred and fifty
ninth anniversary of the adoption of one 
of the world's most precious documents, 
the Polish Constitution. 

'!'hat document lives today, its spirit 
and meaning as vigorous as on May 3, 
1791, when its birth marked a new ad
vance in European concepts of human 
liberty and dignity. 

It lives not alone in the hearts of those 
tragically subject to the brutal and for
eign tyranny of Soviet Russia, but in the 
hearts of the millions of countrymen of 
Kosciusko and Pulaski who helped to 
build this country in the spirit of the 
common ideals of the Polish and Amer
ican Constitutions. 

Poland has a tragic history. The in
sistence of its people on real freedom has 
always offended those of its larger neigh
bors who have had good reason to fear 
a Polish example of vigorous independ
ence on their borders. Poland has again 
and again suffered invasion and bondage, 
but the Poles have always thrown off the 
yoke of their oppressors. I venture to 
predict that they will do so again. 

Only last week, Paul Hoffman, the 
Administrator of the Marshall plan, said 
there are two nations now under Com
munist domination which will lead the 
ultimate breakaway from the Soviet 
Union. It is significant that the first 
name he mentioned was that of Poland. 

One of our great objects in the year 
ahead should be to hasten the day when 
the democratic spirit of the Polish peo
ple can thus express itself without bring
ing the utter destruction of a great peo
ple. May 3 will then become a day of 
rejoicing as well as of remembering. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or
der of the House, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TAURIELLO] is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

INIQUITOUS OPINIONS OF ITALY AND 
ITALIANS 

Mr. TAURIELLO. Mr. Speaker, on 
March 13 of this year the Federal Com
munications Commission began hearings 
in Los Angeles, Calif., against radio sta
tions KMPC, Los Angeles; WGAR, 
Cleveland; and WJR, Detroit. I am not 
concerned about the merits or demerits 
of this case. I am, however, very much 
concerned about the type of witness used 
by the Government. 

I would like the RECORD to show that 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion recently concluded their case against 
KMPC in Los Angeles and the defense 
will begin its case on May 15. 

In these proceedings the star witness 
for the Federal Communications Com
mission was one Clete Roberts, a farmer 
employee of Station KMPC, who had 
been discharged by this station and who 
admitted he had been fired from every 
other good job he ever had. 

Mr. Speaker, my reason for beconi.ing 
very interested in this case is that this 
star witness of the Federal Communica
tions Commission, Clete Roberts, did, 
while on the witness stand during these 
hearings on March 17, 1950, and while 
being cross-examined by Mr. Hugh Ful
ton, chief trial counsel for Mr. Richards, 
admit that in a letter he had written he 
had characterized the people of south
ern Italy, and I quote, as "charming" but 
not, in his opinion, ''worth a tinker's 
damn.'• He further admitted the au
thorship of a statement that the people 
of southern Italy were "a lazy and in
dolent people," that "they wanted"-the 
United States-" to feed them and think 
for them" and that these Italians would 
not "even say thank you for the favors 
they had received from our country.'' 

When Mr. Fulton asked this man Rob- . 
erts if he intended to include every 
clergyman, every farmer, every artisan 
or mechanic, banker, lawyer, or states
man in southern Italy as not being worth 
a tinker's damn, or whether these ex
pressions were just unfortunate ones 

_ which this man Roberts had written in a 
letter, this same star witness, Roberts, 
said several times with great positiveness 
that such statements were true and that 
he still stood behind them. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege to 
visit the southern part of Italy in the 
fall of 1949 and I also visited the birth
place of my mother and my father who 
were born about 100 miles from Naples. 
The people of southern Italy may not 
possess all the worldly goods we enjoy in 
this country, and that is admitted-but 
they are a hard-working, honest, and 
God-fearing people. Like every Mem
ber of this House, I am proud of my 
ancestry. 

During my visit to the southern part 
of Italy, where my people came from, I 
made it my business to inquire as to 
whether they had heard of the Marshall 
plan or if they had received any benefits 
from it-either directly or indirectly. 
Their answer to me was that they had 
never heard of our Marshall plan. In 
other words, Mr. Speaker, these south
ern Italians have been, and are, a race 
of people who earned what they have by 
the sweat of their brow. The reason 
that so many Italian immigrants migrat
ed to the United States was because they 
were ambitious, hard-working, and 
wanted to become a part of this land of 
opportunity. I think that it is an ac
cepted fact that the Italian-Americans 
in the United States have played a great 
part in building this great country of 
ours. 

With all the above in mind it is un
derstandable, therefore, why I deeply 
resent the remarks of such a man as 
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this individual, Clete Roberts. In what 
manner, shape, or form can he possibly 
look upon himself as a 100-percent 
American? In my jµdgment he has no 
understanding at all of what begins to 
constitute .good Americanism. When a 
witness like this man Roberts places all 
the Italians of southern Italy in one class 
as not being worth "a tinker's damn," he 
forfeits any support whatsoever from 
any real .Americans. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, and with 
very deliberate and emphatic feeling, I 
want it understood that it is more than 
amazing to me that a man of this type, 
who expresses under oath such opinions 
as have been placed in this RECORD to
day, could possibly be advanced and sup
ported by any agency of our Govern
ment as a credible witness. I respect
fully draw the attention of all Members 
of the House to my remarks on this one 
point because I intend to explore this 
matter a great deal further, so that the 
Federal Communications Commission 
will, in the future, take a gi::eat deal more 
care in investigating the credibility and 
Americanism of a witness whom it has 
supported, and apparently continues to 
support, as one of its star performers. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a 
part of this record a translation of an 
editorial from the Italian-American 
paper in Los Angeles, Calif., dated March 
24, 1950: 
(From L'It alo-Americano, Los Angeles, Calif .• 

of March 24, 1950] , 

LANTEP.N 

(Full t ext translated from the Italian of 
column by Clet e Baroni, editor and pub-
lisher) · 
I n iquitous opinions of Italy and of the 

Italians-ever since I sailed the ocean to 
come int o a land discovered by an Italian 
and called by the name of another Italian
! have heard and read so many opinions that 
now I succe~d somewhat not only to control 
my nerves but also to forgive in a · Christian 
m ariner those, who through their ignorance 
or through their inborn prejudice, express 
these opin ions. 

I am referring to foregiveness not to gain 
a seat in heaven or · to soften the pious 
women, but because, distance having been 

· abolish ed by the airplane, today, for each 
stupid, evil defamer of Italy, there are thou
sands and thousands of persons who instead 
exalt Italy for her beauties and for her glory 
and for the superb qualit ies of her people. 
So, I was not impressed when I learned dur
ing the course of instruction that the Federal 
Communications Commission ls conduct
ing among us in reference to the radio sta-

. tions KM.PC, WJR, and . WGAR, of a lett.er 
which has been carried here and there and 
written years ago by the accusing Clete 
Robert s, to his exboss Mr. G. A. Richards. 
This illustrious gentleman, who went to Italy 
immediately after the surrender, expresses 
himself of the Italians thusly: "The people 
of southern Italy, although charming, are 
not, in my opinion, worth a tinkers damn. 
They are lazy, indolent, they want us to 
feed them, think of them, and they won't 
even say 'thank you• for the favors." · 

Without any differentiation and not realiz
ing that the Italians have gone from suffer
ing to suffering-moral suffering and unmen
tionable physical suffering-Roberts so ex
presses himself of the Italians, from the 
donkey land down, as though those from 
Rome an d north were not also Italians. 
Time does not seem to have changed this 
opinion of his when at the request o! At-

torney Hugh Fulton 1f he wished to modify 
what he had written word for word he an
swered: "No, I will stand behind that 
letter." 

We do not care so much that he changes 
it, I repeat. It isn't what he thinks of us 
which may lift or ' lower us in ' the opinion of 
the same people of the world. 

One item I would like to bring forth is 
that this gentleman evidently has open 
prejudices for a race. He is the same who 
testified against his exboss, accusing that 
he, his exboss, tried to influence him into 
the transmission of telegraphic news to ' th0 
r adio in ref'erence to the Jews and certain 
polit ical groups. 

From what pulpit does the preaching come. 
I will say and you will say. 

I have said above that for each defamer, 
there are thousands and thousands of per
sons ready .to exalt Italy. Here for example 
is what the famous American reporter, Maren 
Schwarzschild, writes of Italy after a tour 
from one end to the other: "At the end of 
my Italian experience, I can only tell you 
this: .I adore Italy and her people rich of 
so many natural talents, and I suggest to 
whosoever has not visited her to do the im
possible to have it become a reality the 
dream of knowing her as soon as possible. 
Every minute of stay in Italy will be a dis
covery and a joy." 

I also want to make a part of this REC
ORD the exact language this witness 
Roberts used in a letter he wrote to his 
former employer, in which he attacks the 
people of southern I t aly: 
. MY DEAR MR. RICHARDS: Periodically, it 
seems, I feel inclined to drop you a short 
note and let you know what's happened to · 
me and what I've witnessed in my wander
ings abroad. 

I've been in Italy and central Europe as 
well as the Middle East for the past 6 months. 
I've been pretty fortunate in my assignments, 
having seen the surrender in northern Italy 
and the break-up in Germany proper. I've 
had some contacts with our "ally" the Rus
sians, and I've been thinking quit e a bit 
about this unholy mess over here. And, be
lieve me, Dick, it is a mess. Most discourag
ing it is, to witness the end-product of all 
our labors, all our fighting. To me, the 
muddled picture here is most discouraging. 
I, personally, have come to feel rather keenly 
about this war and what it has cost in terms 
of human life and human suffering. · I am 
inclined to believe that for all we, and by 
"we" I mean America, have given, we should 
have some guarantee of peace in return. But, 
I'm damned if I can see any guaranty of 
anything but further uncertainty over here 
for many years to come. 

There is, I believe, some hope for Italy 
providing the industrialists of the north 
can get the wheels turning in their factories 
again. There is a· heavy Communist flavor 
an· through northern Italy. The partisans 
are, as you know, dominated by the Commu
nist party. They often display the hammer 
and sickle red flag alongside the Italian flag, 
How~ver, I believe some intelligent h_andling 
of th~ economic situation in northern Italy 
would soon make them forget about Russia, 
Communism, and everything that goes with 
it. All the people o! Italy want, like people 
everywhere in this world, is a job, a home 
and food on the table. Incidentally, I was 
really impressed by the northern Italians. 
They are hard working, industrious, intelli
gent. Their industry, by the way, is not too 
badly smashed. Our bombing during the 
strategic phase of the air battle was excellent. 
We smashed only the key piants. We did not 
level everything in sight. As a result, I think 
northern Italy has a fairly good chance of 
getting back on its industrial feet. At least 
it can be done faster than anyone previously 
thought possible. The people of southern 

Italy, although charming, are not, in, my 
opinion, worth a ~inkers damn ... They are 
lazy, indolent, they want us .to ~eed them, 
think for the~. And ·they won't . even say 
"thank you" for the favors. The fact ·that 
Italy's new prime minister; FerrucciO Parr!, 
came from Milan, in the north, iS ind.ic!ttion 
enough as to' which way the wind is blowing 
as far as political influence in this country 
is concerned. 

• 
Please give my kindest personal regards to 

Mrs. Richards and· to your charming daugh-
ter. · · · 

Sincerely, 
CLETE ROBERTS. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAURIELLO. I yield. 
Mr. DAVENPORT. I wish to join 

with the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TAURIELLO] for his con
demnation of this-very un-American and 
this very intolerant attitude on the part 
of the man who is being used by an 
agency of· our Government. It happens 
that in my district there are tens of 
thousands of people whose ancestors mi
grated from southern Italy. They are 
the people who are the brawn and brain 
that helped build . our great democracy. 
They built the railroads across· the coun
try and helped build the buildings, and 
have distinguished themselves in every 
walk of life. I join with the gentleman 
in condemning this very intolerant at
titude on the part of this Mr. Roberts ." 

Mr. ~AURIELLO. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. · 

May I interpose at this point that 'the 
ancestors, the mothers and father.s of 
every Member of the House of Repre
sentatives who is of Italian extraction 
migrated to the United States from the 
southern part c:if Italy. They all came 
within a radius of 100 or 150 miles of 
where my people came from. Certainly 
that does not detract from the type of 
people ~ho came from southern Italy. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

· Mr. BURNSIDE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks. 

Mr. COOLEY <at the request of Mr. 
PRIEST ) was given permission to extend 
his remarks and include an address by 
Mr. DOUGHTON. . . 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho asked and was 
given permission to extend his· remarks 
in two instances and include certain 
printed matt er. 

Mr. LANE asked and was given per
mjsison to extend his remarks in ·two 
instances and in the first to include a 
resolution and in the second certain re
marks.· 

Mr. ADDONIZIO asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an address delivered by Mr. 
RODINO. 

Mr. ENGLE of California asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks and include an editorial. 

Mr. PATTERSON (at the request of 
Mr. POULSON) was given permission to 
extend his remarks and include a letter 
from the Chamber of Commerce of 
Naugatuck, Conn., ami a resolution from 
the Knights of Columbus. 

Mr. LEFEVRE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial. 
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Mr. COUDERT asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial. · 

Mr. VAN ZANDT (at the request of 
Mr. REES) was given permission to ex~ 
tend his remarks and include a resolu
tion. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. QUINN (at the request of Mr. 
DELANEY), for an indefinite period, on 
account of illness; 

To Mr. STIGLER, until May 9, 1950, on 
account of official business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mrs. NORTON, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that that 
committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 597. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon a certain claim 
of J. T. Melson against the United States; 

H. R.1024. An act for the relief of Jacob 
Brown; 
.. H. R. 1026. An act for the relief of the es
tate of Susie Lee Spencer; 

H. R. 2351. An act for the relief of Aileen 
L. Sherwood; 

H. R. 2719. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of I. D. Casson, a minor; 

H. R. 3536. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Nora Johnson; 

H. R. 4164. An act for the relief of Elmer 
Pippin and Mrs. Pansy Pippin and the legal 
guardian of Norman Otis Pippin, a minor; 

H. R. 4270. An act for the relief of Stella 
Avner; and 

H. R. 6051. An act for the relief o! Maud 
E. Raymond. 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 277. An act to enhance further the se
curity of the United States by preventing 
disclosures of information concerning the 
cryptographic systems and the communica
tion intelligence activities of the United 
States; 

s. 621. An act for the relief of Horace J. 
Fenton; 

s. 2590. An act to ·amend section 3526 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to coinage of 
subsidiary silver coins; 

s. 2853. An act to authorize the acceptance 
of foreign decorations for participation in 
the Berlin airlift; 

s. 2874. An act to amend titles 18 and 28, 
United States Code, with respect to the time 
of reporting to Congress rules of procedure 
adopted by the Supreme Court for criminal, 
civil, and admiralty cases and the time of 
their taking effect; 

S. 3117. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the Postmaster General 
to impose demurrage charges on undelivered 
collect-on-delivery parcels," approved May 23, 
1930, as amended (39 U.S. C. 246c); and 

S. 3255. An act to amend section 415 of the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949, to extend 
the effective date of that section to December 
31, 1950, and for other purposes. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mrs. NORTON, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that that 
committee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, bills of the 
House of the following titles: ' 

H. R. 597. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 

and render judgment upon a certain claim 
of J. T. Melson against the United States; 

H. R. 1024. An act for the relief of Jacob 
Brown; 

H. R. 1026. An act for the relief of the es
tate of Susie Lee Spencer; 

H. R. 2351. An act for the relief of Alleen 
L. Sherwood; 

H. R. 2719. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of I. D. Casson, a minor; 

H. R. 3536. An act for the relief of Mrs. Nora 
Johnson; 

H. "R. 4164. An act for the relief of Elmer 
Pippin and Mrs. Nancy Pippin and the legal 
guardian of Norman Otis Pippin, a minor; 

H. R. 4720. An act for the relief of Stella 
Avner; and 

H. R. 6051. An act for the relief of Maud 
E. Raymond. 

ADJOURNMENT . 
Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

(at 6 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs
day, May 4, 1950, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

1428. Under clause 2 of rule X:XIV, a 
letter from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental es
timate of appropriation for the fiscal 
year 1950 in the amount of $3,000,000 
for the Department of Commerce <H. 
Doc. No. 582), was taken from the Speak
er's table, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 
of Committees were delivered to the 
Clerk for printing and reference to the 
proper calendar, as follows: 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia: Committee on the 
District of Columbia. H. R. 7695. A bill to 
provide a 5-day week for officers and mem
bers of the Metropolitan Police force, the 
United States Park Police force, and the 
White House Police force; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2001). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. ENGLE of California: Committee 011 
Public Lands. H. R. 8221. A bill to encour
age the conservation and development of the 
mineral resources of the United States, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2002). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 7155. A bill 'to authorize the Secre
tary of Agriculture to cooperate with the 
States to enable them to provid,e technical 
services to private forest landowners, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2003). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. HARRISON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 1243. A bill to amend the Hatch Act 
(Rept. No. 2004). Ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under ciause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on the Judi
ciary. s . . 469. An act for the relief of 

Cathryn A. Glesener; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1977). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. BENTON: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 2229. A bill for the relief of 
·John P. Hayes, postmaster; Peter J. Grant, 
assistant postmaster; William W. Crist, 
superintendent of money orders; and John 
S. Bantham, station examiner, at Albany, 
N. Y.; with amendll).ent (Rept. No. 1978). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 2535. A bill for the rellef 
of Samuel -J. D. Marshall; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1979). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 3007. A bill for the rellef 
of Harry C. Goakes; with amendment (Rept. 
No: 1980). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 3535. A bill for the 
relief of William A. Cross; without amend· 
ment (Rept. No. 1981). Referred to the Com
mittee of . the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 4140. A bill for the 
relief of the Great American Indemnity Co.; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1982). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 4364. A bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Clarence F. Moore; John Robert 
Lusk 3d; J. R. Lusk, Sr.; Gertrude Elizabeth 
Lusk; Mrs. Willie Pruitt; and Mrs. Billie 
John Bickle; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1983). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 4803. A bill for the 
relief of Bernard F. Elmers; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1984). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

. Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 4960. A bill for the re
lief of Mrs. Elizabeth H. Whitney; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1985). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 5252. A bill for the re
lief of W. M. Tindal; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1986). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 5799. A bill for the re
lief of the Acme Finance Co.; with amend• 
ment (Rept. No. 1987). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 6416. A bill for the re
lief of Paul E. Rocke; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1988). Referred to the Commit· 
tee of the Whole House. ' 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 6644. A bill for .the re
lief of Edwin F. Rounds; without amend· 
ment (Rept. No. 1989). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 7991. A bill for the re
lief of D. C. Hall Motor Transportation; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1990). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2225. A bill for the relief of William 
B. Buol; with amendment (Rept. No. 1991). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2766. A bill for the relief of Maria 
Geertriude Mulders; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1992) . . Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 3805. A bill for the relief of Yuk 
Onn Won; with amendment (Rept. No. 1993). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. · 
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Mr. FELLOWS: Committee on the Judici

~ry. H. R. 5221. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria Grazia Riccio DtPietro; without 
amendment· (Rept. No. 199·4). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
. Mr. GOSSETT: Committee, on the. Judici
ary. H. R. 5947. A bill for the relief of Alfio 
Batelli; without amendment (Rept. No. 1995). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GOSSETT: Committee ·on the Judie!,. 
my. H. R. 6066. A bill/ for the relief of 
Cheng Sick Yuen; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1996). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. · 

Mr. GOSSETT: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 7315. A tiill for the relief of 
Daijiro Yoshida; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1997). Referred to the C.ommittee of the 
. Whole House. · 

By Mr. MARCANTONIO: 
H. R. 8346. A bill to provide for the· repeal 

-of the act of October 16, 1918; as amen\!;:,~; 
to the Committee on ·the Judiciary. 

·. By Mr. PATMAN: . . . 
H. R. 8347. A bill to amend title IV of the 

National Housing Act, relating to insurance 
of accounts in Federal savings . and loan as
·sociations, so as to increase the maximum in
surable account from $5,000 t·o . $10,000; to 
·the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

· By Mr. STEED.: 
H. R. 8348. A bill to amend the act of Feb

ruary 15, 1923, to release certain rights and 
interests of the United States in and to cer-· 

. tain -lands conveyed to the city of Chandler, 
Okla., and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Armed· Services. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R. 8349. A bill to authorize deductions 

from the wag·es of seamen for payment into 
: eltlployee ·welfare funds; .to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and ·Fisheries . 

By Mr. CHUDOFF: 
H. R. 8360. A bill for· the relief of Victor Z. 

Bergere and Greta S . .Bergere; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. GREEN~ 
H. R. 8361. A bili for the relief of Toshiko 

Murai; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. By Mr. McCORMACK: 

H. R . 8362. A bill for the relief of Bernard 
Croft; to the Committee _on the Judiciary. 

· By Mr. MARCANTONIO: 
H. R. 8363. A bill for the relief of- Harry 

· Chilton; t? the_ Commit:ee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MAY 4, 1950 

<Legislative day of Wedne~day,_ March 
29, 1950) 

. Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7564. A bill for the relief of Maria 
Maripreta · Ries. a_na· Konrad Horst Wilhelm 
Ries; with amendment (Rept. No. 1998f . Re

·ferred to the Committee bf the Whole House. 
. .. By Mr. PRESTON: . 
H . R. 8350. A bill to prohibit transporta- The -Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, 

tion . of gambling devices in interstate and on the expiration of the recess. . . Mr. WALTER:-Committee on the ;Judiciary. 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 65. Concur-

. rent resolution favoring . the · suspension: of 
deportation of certain aliens; with ainend

·ment (Rept. No: 1999). Referred to the Com-

foreign commerce; to the Committee on In- Rev: ·Richard Raines, bishop of _. _t):l.e 
terstate and Foreign Cotnmerce. Methodist Church, Indianapolis, Ind., of-

. By Mr. VINSON: fered the followipg ·prayer: · 
mittee of _the Whole House. · 

Mr. McMILLAN of South Carolina: Com
mittee on the District of · Columbia. · H. R. 
7966. A -bill to amend the act- entitled "An 

' act to incorporate tlie trustees of the Presby-

.H. R. 8351. A bill- to strengthen the com-
mon defense by provJding for continuation . Etern.al God, witho-gt ·whose kr;lOwl-· 
and expansion of Western Hemisphere· pro- edge not a sparrow falleth, whose pur

. duction· of abaca by the United States; to · poses .cannot be frustrated, Thou . hast 
tl!e Committee on Armed Services. committed to us . the swift and ·solemn 

. terian congre'gation of Georgetown," ap
proved March 28, 1806; without · amendment 
(Rept. No: 2000-). · Referred to the Committee 

· of the Whole House. 

H. R. 8352. A bill · to facili~ate the per- trust of life and set us amid circum
formance of research and development work . stances so perplexing and .uncertain that 

. by and on behalf of .the Departments of the we know not what a day may- bring 

. Army, the Navy, and the Air F_'orce, and for 
o'ther purposes; to the committee on Armed forth. · We do know that' the hour for 

·services. · · serving Thee· is. always present. ·Awaken 
PUBLIC BILIS AND' RESOLUTIONS By Mr. DAWSON: us to the claims and guidance .ot Thy 

· - · · · H. :a. 8353. A blll to amend Public Law 152, holy will. Grant us in. all our . doubts 
Under clause 3 of rule . XXII: public Eighty-first Congress, approved June ·30, · and uncertainties the good sense to ask 

bills · and resolutions· were -introduced · 1949; to the committee on Expenditures in - what Thou -wouldst have us to do,. that 
·and severally :referred as follows: the Executive De·partments. . _the spir.it. of wisdom might save us from 

By Mr. ANGELL: By Mr. NORRELL: all faise chOiG~· - . 
H. R , 8338. A bill to amend the Internal · H : R. 8354. A bili to require the execution Consecrate with Thy presence the way 

Revenue Code; to the Committee on Ways of a loyalty affidavit by every officer or em- our feet must go, and the humblest work 
and Means. · · ployee in or under the executive, legislative, _ will shine and . the rough places ,be made 

B.y Mr. ROONEY: or Judicial branch of t4e Government of the . 
· · plain. Lift us above :. unrighteous -anger H. R. 8339. A bill to rescind the order of United st·ates, and fbr other purposes; to the 

the Postmaster General curtailing certain Committee on . Post Offi'ce . and Civil Service. · and Vengeance and suspicion into faith 
postal services; to the· committee on ·Post By Mr. BOGGS ·or Louisiana: - · -and hope and charity by a simple and 
Office and Civil Service. H. R. 8355. A bill to amend ·sections 174, steadfast reliance on Thy holy will. 

By Mr. ENGLE of California: 200, 2ooa, and 200b of title 21, United States We i>r:aY· in the nam·e of Thy blessed 
H. R. 8340. A bill tg extend the rights and Code; section 2557 (b), title . 26, -Unit_ed . So~. .. Amen. 

responsibilities of the Indians of Cali~ornia; . · Sta,tes Cod~; and . section 2596, title 26, 
to the Committee on Public Lands. · Vnlted States Code, to prov.ide minimuni and 

By Mr. HAGEN: max~mum p~nalties _upon ponv~ction of _v~q-
H. R. 8341. A bill to provide an ·appropria- lati~E of the ac~ of May 26, ~922, as ~mende_d; 

tion for the reconstruction and repair of the act of December 17, 1914, as amended; 
roads and other publf_p facilities in the State and the act of ·August 2, 1937, as amended; 
of North Dakota which were destroyed or · i:i.nd for other purposes; to the C~m~ittee on 
damaged. by recent floods;· to the Committee Ways and Means. 
on Appropriations: By Mr. COOLEY: · · .. · 

By Mr.- HUBER (by request): ' H. R. 8356. A bl.11 authorizing the Missouri 
H. R . 8342. A bill · to provide automobiles River Ba~il.l agri-cultural program; to the 

for blind veterans of World War II who are Committee on Agriculture. 
entitled to ·compensation for the loss, or loss H. R. 8351. A bill to provide for aJ). agri-
of use, of one . or both legs; to the Commit- cultural program in the Virgin Islands; .to 
tee on Veterans' Affairs .. - the ·committee on Agri~ulture. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: . . By .Mr. REED of New york: 
H. R. 8343. A bill to preserve the scenic H. R. 8358. A bill to pr~hibit the purchase 

beauty of the Niagara Falls and River and to by the Federal _Goyernment of prison-made 
authorize the construction. of certain public goods which compete with goods made by 
works on that river for power and other pur- free lab<=!r; to the Committee on Education 
poses, and for other purposes; ·to the Com- and Labor. 
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. YOUNG: 
H. R. 8344. A bill to amend section 313 (b) 

of the Tariff Act of 1930; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. HOLMES: 
H. R. 8345. A bill to amend the Columbia 

Basin Project Act with re.ference to record
able contracts; to the Committee on Pub.lie 
Lands. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARING: 
H. R. 8359. A bill for the relief o! Mrs. 

Carolyn W. Cheatham; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

. THEJOURNAL · 

.. On _J,'equest .Of . M~. _McFARLl\Np, ancl by 
unanimou5 consent, the .. reading of ttie . 
Journal of the .proceedings of Wednes
day, May 3, 1950, was dispens~~ with. 

~ MESSAGE .FROM THE PRESIDENT-. 
AP~ROV AL OF BILL 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi- · 

..cated t.o the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his· secretaries; ·and -he announced 
that on May 3, 1950, the -President had 
approved and signed the ·act' (S. · 930) 
to provide for· the liquidation of the 
trusts under the transfer agreements 
with· State rural rehabilitation corpora
tions, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE.FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repr.e
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution <H. 
J. Res. 455) authorizing the designation 
of American Student Nurse Days, 1950, 
in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 
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